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Highlights 


16932  Prescribing  Amendments  to  the  Manual  for 
Courts-Martial,  United  States,  1969  (Revised 
Edition)  Executive  order  (Part  VI  of  this  issue) 

16441  Levels  IV  and  V  of  the  Executive  Schedule 
(Amending  EO  12154)  Executive  order 

16443  Rates  of  Pay  and  Allowances  (Amending  EO 
12165)  Executive  order 

16453  Carl  Vinson  Presidential  proclamation  honoring 

16485  Treatment  Works  EPA  amends  rules  regarding 
allotments  to  States  for  fiscal  year  1980  for 
municipal  wastewater  treatment  works  construction 
grant  program:  effective  3-14-80 

16928  Summer  Youth  Employment  Program  Labor/ 

ETA  publishes  final  prime  sponsor  allocations 
under  Comprehensive  Employment  and  Training 
Act;  effective  3-14-80  (Part  V  of  this  issue) 

14663  Privacy  Act  VA  publishes  document  affecting  the 
systems  of  records 

16505  Medicare  and  Medicaid  HEW/HCFA  proposes  to 
amend  rules  regarding  requirements  for  certification 
of  long  term  care  facilities  with  repeat  dehciencies; 
comments  by  5-13-80 


CONTINUED  INSIDE 


II 


Federal  Regbter  /  VoL  45,  No.  52  /  Friday,  March  14, 1980  /  Highlights 


FEDERAL  REGISTER  Published  daily,  Monday  through  Friday, 
(not  published  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  ofBdal  holidays), 
by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and 
Records  Service,  General  Services  Administration,  Washington, 
D.C  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (49  Stab  500,  as 
amended:  44  U.S.C.  Ch.  15)  and  the  regulations  of  the 
Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I). 
Distribution  is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
U.S.  Government  Printing  Office.  Washington,  D.C  20402. 

The  Federal  Registw  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making 
available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  issued  by 
Federal  agencies.  These  include  Presidential  proclamations  and 
Executive  Orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having  general 
applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be 
published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  interest  Documents  are  on  file  for  public 
inspection  in  ffie  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  the  day  before 
they  are  published,  unless  earlier  filing  is  requested  by  the 
issuing  agency. 

The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mail  to  subscribers, 
free  of  postage,  for  $75.00  per  year,  or  $45.00  for  six  months, 
payable  in  advance.  Tbs  charge  for  individual  copies  is  $1.00 
for  each  issue,  or  $1.00  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually 
bound.  Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office. 
Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republication  of  material 
appearing  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Area  Code  202-523-5240 


16493  Floodplain  Management  and  Wetland  Protection 

Interior/NPS  and  USDA/ASCS  request  comments 

,  on  proposed  guidelines:  comments  by  4-14-80  and 

5-13-^  respectively  (2  dociunents] 

16786  General  Wage  Determination  Labor/ESA  gives 
notice  of  miniimim  wages  for  Federal  and  Federally 
assisted  construction  (Part  II  of  this  issue) 

16860  Animal  Welfare  USDA/ APHIS  issues  list  of 
licensed  dealers  (Part  IV  of  this  issue) 

16832  Improving  Government  Regulationa  EPA  issues 
agenda  of  regulations  under  review  or  development 
(Part  in  of  this  issue) 

16455  Alternative  Work  Schedulea  Experimental 

Program  OPM  issues  final  master  plan  containing 
guidelines  and  criteria  used  for  evaluation;  effective 
4-14-80 

16463  Temporary  Income  Tax  Treasury /IRS  issues 
temporary  rules  relating  to  corporations  filing 
consolidated  returns  subject  to  at  risk  limitations: 
effective  for  taxable  years  which  due  date  for  filing 
returns  is  after  3-14-80 

16518  Standard  Foreign  Fare  Level  CAB  establishes 
level  and  adjusts  percentage  change  in  actual 
operating  cost  per  available  seat-mile;  effective 

4- 1-80 

16463  Federal  Old-Age,  Survivors  and  Disability  Benefits 

HEW/SSA  revises  rules  regarding  wage  credits  for 
veterans  and  members  of  the  uniformed  services; 
effective  3-14-80 

16582  Motor  Carrier  Finance  Proceedings  ICC  sets 
timing  and  type  of  information  to  be  presented  to 
satisfy  burdens  of  proof;  effective  3-3-80 

16493  CivU  Service  Retirement  OPM  proposes  to  amend 
rules  to  provide  coverage  to  certain  persons  already 
receiving  CSR  annuity:  comments  by  5-13-80 

16492  Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers  ICC  extends  - 

comment  period  on  reopened  proceeding  regarding 
checked  baggage  liability  pro^dsions;  comments 
served  on  other  parties  by  3-19-80,  replies  by 

5- 8-80 

16664  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 

Separate  Parts  of  This  issue  ^ 


16786  Part  II.  Labor/ESA 
16832  Part  III,  EPA 
16860  Part  IV.  USDA/APHIS 
16928  Part  V.  Labor/ETA 
16932  Part  VI,  The  President 
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The  President 

EXECUTIVE  ORDERS 

16932  Courts-Martial,  United  States,  1969,  Prescribing 
Amendments  to  the  Manual  for  (EO 12198) 

16441  Executive  Sdiedde,  levels  IV  and  V  (EO  12199) 
(Amending  EO  12154) 

16443  Rates  of  pay  and  allowances,  amendments  (EO 
12200) 

PROCLAMATIONS 

16453  Carl  Vinson  (Proc.  4735) 

Executive  Agencies 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

RULES 

16461  Lemons  grown  in  Ariz.  and  Calif. 

Agricuiturai  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service 

PROPOSED  RULES 

16493  Floodplain  management  and  wetlands  protection 

Agriculture  Department 

See  Agricultural  Maiiceting  Service;  Agricultoral 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service:  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service;  Forest 
Service;  Rural  Electrification  Administration. 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service 
NOTICES 

Animal  welfare;  lists 
16660  Dealers,  licensed 

Blind  and  Other  Severely  Handicapped, 
Committee  for  Purchase  From 

RULES 

Procurement: 

16488  Workshops  and  central  nonprofit  agencies; 

certification:  correction 
NOTICES 

16523  Procurement  list,  1980;  additions  and  deletions  (3 
documents) 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

NOTICES 

16517  Certificates  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
and  foreign  air  carrier  permits 

Hearings,  etc.: 

16521  Former  large  irregular  air  service  investigation 

16518  Standard  foreign  fare  level  establishment 

Civil  Rights  Commission 

NOTICES 

16664  Meetings:  Sunshine  Act 

Commerce  Department 

See  Census  Bureau:  International  Trade 
Administration:  National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration. 


Commodity  Futures  Trading  Commission 
NOTICES 

16664  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Defense  Department 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

16524  Science  Board  task  forces 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

'  NOTICES 

Powerplant  and  industrial  fuel  use;  existing 
•  powerplant  or  installation;  classification  requests: 
16524  Fayetteville  Public  Works  Commission 

Employment  Standards  Administration 

NOTICES 

16786  Minimum  wages  for  Federal  and  federally-assisted 
construction;  general  wage  determination  decisions, 
modifications,  and  supersedeas  decisions  (Ala., 
Ark.,  Calif.,  Fla.,  Ill,  bid.,  Maine,  N.).,  Ohio,  Oreg., 
Pa.,  and  Tex.) 

Employment  and  Training  Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Alien  temporary  agricultural  and  logging 
employment  in  U.S.;  labor  certification: 

16500  Adverse  effect  wage  rate  methodology  for 
agricultural  employment;  correction 
NOTICES 

Comprehensive  Employment  and  Training  Act 
programs: 

16928  Summer  youth  employment  program;  prime 
sponsor  allocations 

16639  Employment  transfer  and  business  competition 
determinations;  financial  assistance  applications 
Unemployment  compensation:  extended  benefit 
periods: 

16638  New  Jersey 

16638  Rhode  Island 

Energy  Department 

See  also  Eronomic  Regulatory  Administration; 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 

RULES 

Property  management 

16488  Telecommunications:  transportation  and  traffic 

management:  CFR  correction 
NOTICES 

Disallowance  orders: 

16552  Continental  Oil  Co. 

16552  Mobil  Oil  Corp. 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

RULES 

Air  quality  implementation  plans:  approval  and 
promulgation;  various  States,  etc.: 

16486  Colorado 

Grants;  State  and  local  assistance: 

16485  Municipal  wastewater  treatment  works 

construction 
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PROPOSED  RULES 

Air  quality  implementation  plans:  approval  and 
promulgation;  various  States,  etc.: 

16502  California 

16504  Michigan 

16503,  Ohio  (2  documents) 

16504 

Improving  Government  regulations: 

16832  Regulatory  agenda 

NOTICES 

Air  quality  implementation  plans;  approval  and 
promulgation: 

16557  Prevention  of  significant  air  quality  deterioration 

(PSD);  final  determinations 
Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.:  ■ 

16553  Agency  statements,  weekly  receipts 

Pesticides;  experimental  use  permit  applications: 
16557  Uniroyal  Chemical 

Pesticides;  tolerances  in  animal  feeds  and  human 
food: 

16556  Chevron  Chemical  Co. 

16556  Olin  Corp. 

16556  Stauffer  Chemical  Co. 

16557  Uniroyal  Chemical 

Equal  Employment  Opportunity  Commission 

PROPOSED  RULES 

16501  Employment  discrimination  and  reproductive 
hazards;  interpretive  guidelines;  correction 

Federal  Contract  Compliance  Programs  Office 

PROPOSED  RULES 

16501  Employment  discrimination  and  reproductive 
hazards;  interpretive  guidelines:  correction 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

NOTICES 

Hearings,  etc.: 

16525  Alaska  Village  Electric  Co-operative,  Inc. 

16526  Algonquin  Gas  Transmission  Co. 

16527  Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co. 

16527  Belmont,  N.H. 

16528  Black  Hills  Power  &  Light  Co. 

16528  Boston  Edison  Co. 

16528  Chisholm.  Alexander  B. 

16528  Cities  Service  Gas  Co. 

16530  Delta  Natural  Gas  Co..  Inc. 

16530  Eastern  Shore  Natural  Gas  Co.,  et  al. 

16530  East  Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Co. 

16541  Independent  Oil  &  Gas  Association  of  West 
Virginia  \ 

16549  No^em  States  Power  Co.  (Wisconsin) ' 

16550  Southern  Co.  Services.  Inc. 

16551  Trunkline  LNG  Co.  et  al. 

16664  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Natural  gas  companies: 

16531  Small  producer  certificates  applications 
Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978: 

16531  Jurisdictional  agency  determinations 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 

NOTICES 

16664  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Maritime  Commission 

NOTICES 

16664  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 


Federai  Reserve  System 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

16558  Barnett  Banks  of  Florida,  Inc. 

16558  Caldwell  Bancshares,  Inc. 

16558  Citicorp  et  al. 

16560  Chemical  New  York  Corp.  et  al. 

16560  F  &  M  Bankshares,  Inc. 

16561  Financial  National  Bancshares,  Co. 

16561  First  Fabens  Bancorporation,  Inc. 

16561  First  University  Corp.  ^ 

16560  Guaranty  State  Holding  Co. 

16561  Mainland  Bancorporation,  Inc. 

16562  Marquette  National  Co. 

16562  Mellon  National  Corp. 

16561  Mountain  Financial  Services,  Inc. 

16559  National  Detroit  Corp.  et  al. 

16665  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Trade  Commission 

PROPOSED  RULES 

16497  Games  of  chance  in  the  food  retailing  and  gasoline 
industries;  posting  and  reporting  requirements;  staff 
report:  extension  of  time 
Procedures  and  practice  rules: 

16496  Adjudicative  proceedings;  divestiture  relief  on 

employment;  intervention  by  labor  organizations 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

RULES 

Animal  drugs,  feeds,  and  related  products: 

16463  Bambermycins 

16477  Bums-Biotec  Laboratories,  Inc.;  sponsor  address 
change 

16476  Cater-Glogau  Laboratories,  Inc.;  sponsor  name 
change 

16481  Chloral  hydrate,  pentobarbital,  and  magnesium 
sulfate  injection 

16482  Lasalocid  sodium 

16478  Oxytetracycline  injection 

16479  Oxytocin  injection 

16482  Prociane  penicillin  G  in  oil 

16481  Phenylbutazone  injection 

16480  Prednisolone  sodimn  succinate 

16479  Sterile  prednisolone  suspension 

16477  Triamcinolone  tablets 

GRAS  or  prior  sanctioned  ingredients: 

16469  Sodium  chlorite 

16469  Sulfuric  acid  and  ammonium,  calcium,  potassium, 
and  sodiuita;  correction 

Human  drugs: 

16471,  Antibiotic  drugs,  certification;  updating  and 

16473  technical  changes  (2  documents) 

Ch:ganization  and  authority  delegations: 

16470  Bureau  of  Drugs,  Associate  Director  for  New 
Drugs  Evaluation;  terminations  of  exemption  for 
investigational  new  drugs 

Radiological  health: 

16483  Ultrasonic  therapy  products;  CFR  correction 
NOTICES 

Animal  drugs,  feeds,  and  related  products: 

16564  Chloral  hydrate,  pentobarbital  and  magnesium 

sulfate  injection;  approval  withdrawn 
Food  additives,  petitions  filed  or  withdrawn: 

16564  Diamond  Shanurock  Corp. 

Medical  devices: 

16565  Cabcurve  (porofocon  B)  contact  lens;  premarket 
approval 
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Meetings: 

16562  Advisory  committees,  panels,  etc. 

16564  Consumer  participation;  information  exchange 

Forest  Service 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

16516  Bienville  National  Forest  et  al..  Miss.,  land  and 
resource  management  plan 

16517  Montana  Wilderness  Study  act;  Beaverhead, 
Bitterroot,  Deerlodge,  Gallatin,  Kootenai,  and 
Lewis  and  Clark  National  Forests,  Mont 

16516  Sumter  National  Forest  land  management  plan, 
S.C. 

Geological  Survey 
NOTICES 

Authority  delegations: 

16570  Conservation  Division  Chie^  oil  and  gas  and 
sulphur  operations  in  OCS,  etc. 

Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Department 

See  also  Food  and  Drug  Administration:  Health 
Care  Financing  Administration;  National  Institutes 
of  Health:  Public  Health  Service;  Social  Security 
Administration. 

NOTICES 

Contract  awards: 

16567  Denver  income  maintenance  experiment 

16567  Seattle  income  maintenance  experiment 

Meetings: 

16567  White  House  Conference  on  Families  National 
Advisory  Committee 

Organization,  functions  and  authority  delegations: 
16567  Management  Services  Office  et  al. 

Health  Care  Financing  Administration 
PROPOSED  RULES 
Medicaid  and  medicare: 

16505  Long  term  care  facilities;  repeat  deficiencies 
certification  requirements 

Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 

RULES 

16462  Citizen  identification  card  applicants;  elimination 
of  mandatory  interview  requirement 

Interior  Department 

See  Geological  Siu*vey:  Land  Management  Bureau; 
National  Park  Service. 

Internal  Revenue  Service 

RULES 

Income  taxes: 

16463  Corporations  filing  consolidated  returns  subject 
to  at  risk  limitations 

PROPOSED  RULES 
Income  taxes: 

16500  Credit  for  employment  of  targeted  group  new 
employees;  hearing  v 

16500  Outdoor  advertising  displays;  treatment  as  real 
property;  hearing 

International  Trade  Administration 

NOTICES 

Countervailing  duty  petitions  and  preliminary 
determinations: 

16522  Fresh  cut  roses  from  Israel;  postponement 


16521  Iron-metal  castings  from  India 

International  Trade  Commission 
NOTICES 

16637  Countervailing  duty  orders,  review  schedule: 
correction  and  republication 
Import  investigations: 

16367  Anaerobic  impregnating  compositions  and 

components 

16665  Meetings;  Simshine  Act 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
RULES 

Motor  carriers: 

16492  Baggage,  checked;  liability  provisions;  reopening 

of  proceeding  and  stay  of  effective  date; 
extension  of  time 

Railroad  car  service  orders;  various  companies: 
16491  Cedar  Rapids  &  Iowa  City  Railway  Co. 

NOTICES 

16577  Hearing  assignments 
Motor  carriers: 

16576  Agricultural  cooperative  transportation;  filing 

notices 

16579  Finance  applications  (3  documents) 

16564 

16566 

16562  Finance  proceedings;  new  competitive  service 
and  burden  of  proof 

16560,  Household  goods,  used;  transportation  fw  DOD 
16564  pack-and-crate  operation;  special  certificate 

letter  (2  documents) 

16578  Operating  rights  applications 

16564,  Permanent  authority  applications 

16590 

16582  Quick  Air  Freight,  Ina;  piu*chase,  etc. 

16578  Railroad  applications  for  long  and  short  haul  relief 
.  Railroad  car  service  orders;  various  companies: 

16583  Chicago,  Milwaukee.  St  Paul  &  Pacific  Railroad 
Co. 

Railroad  operation,  acquisition,  construction,  etc.: 
16561  Somerset  Railroad  Corp. 

Railroad  services  abandonment: 

16563  Burlington  Northern,  Inc. 

16581  Chicago  &  North  Western  Transportation  Co. 

16581  Illinois  Terminal  Railroad  Co. 

Justice  Department 

See  Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service. 

Labor  Department 

See  also  ^ployment  and  Training  Administration; 
Employment  Standards  Administration:  Federal 
Contract  Compliance  Programs  Office;  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration;  Pension  and  Welfare 
Benefit  Programs  Office. 

NOTICES 

Adjustment  assistance: 

16642  Armco  Inc. 

16643  Bay  Textile  Corp. 

16643  Bethlehem  Mines  Corp. 

16644  Bulova  Watch  Co.,  Inc. 

16644  Canteen  Corp. 

16645  Chanin  Clothing  Co.,  Inc. 

16652  Chrysler  Corp.  et  al. 

16645  Claremont  Clothes,  Inc.,  et  al. 

16645  Crompton  and  Knowles  Corp. 

16646  Culmo-Larkin  Chrysler-Plymouth,  Inc. 
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16646  Essex  Group  Inc. 

16647  Famous  Maid  Brassiere  Co. 

16647  Frolic  Footwear 

16647  General  Cable  Co. 

16648  General  Electric  Co. 

16648  General  Motors  Corp. 

16649  Ginsburg  Manufactiiring  Co^  Inc.,  et  al. 

16649  Harry  Irwin,  Inc. 

16649  Highlander  Sportswear,  Inc. 

.16650  International  Coat  Co. 

16650,  Johnston  Steel  and  Wire  Co.,  Inc.  (2  documents) 
16651 

16651  Leather  Mates,  Inc. 

16651  M  &  M  Valley  Sportswear 

16652  Marc  Trans,  Inc. 

16652  McDonnell  Douglas  Corp. 

16654  Metallurgical  Exoproducts  Corp. 

16654  Northern  Steel  Co.,  Inc. 

16655  Parkwear  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc. 

16655  Snob  Fashions,  Inc. 

16655  St.  Joe  Zinc  Co. 

16656  Steel  Parts  Corp. 

16656  Universal  Atlas  Cement  Co. 

16657  Valley  Camp  Coal  Co. 

Land  Management  Bureau 
NOTICES 

ClassiHcation  of  lands: 

16568  Oregon 

Wilderness  areas:  characteristics,  inventories,  etc.: 

16569  Utah 

Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration 
NOTICES 

Petitions  for  mandatory  safety  standard 
modifications: 

16639  C  &  B  Coal  Co. 

16640  Day  Mines,  Ina 

16640  Doverspike  Brothers  Coal  Co. 

16640  Hamilton  Coal  Co.,  Inc. 

16640  Little  Bit  Coal  Enterprises,  Inc. 

16641  Marion  Coal  Co.,  Inc. 

16641  Melody  Mountain  Coals,  Inc. 

16641  New  River  Co. 

16642  Spring  Creek  Coal  Co. 

16642  T  &  N  Coal  Co.,  Inc. 

16642  Watson  &  Cassidy  Coal  Co.,  Inc. 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

16659  Space  and  Terrestrial  Applications  Advisory 

Committee  (2  documents) 

National  Institutes  of  Health 
NOTICES 

Committees;  establishment,  renewals,  terminations, 
etc.: 

1566  Cancer  and  Nutrition  Scientific  Review 

Committee 
Meetings: 

16566  Blood  Diseases  and  Resources  Advisory 

Committee 

16565  Diagnostic  Research  Advisory  Group 

16566  Mental  Retardation  Research  Committee 

16566  Scientific  Counselors  Board 


National  Oceanic  and  Space  Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Fishery  Conservation  and  Management: 

16506  Atlantic  bluefin  tima 

NOTICES 
Meetings: 

16521  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management  Council 

National  Park  Service 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements:  availability,  etc.: 

16576  Buffalo  PoinL  Pruitt,  and  Tjder  Bend 

development  concept  plans  Buffalo  National 
River,  Ark. 

16572  Floodplain  management  and  wetlands  protection; 
guidelines;  inquiry 

Management  and  development  plans: 

16576  Cape  Cod  National  Seashore,  Mass.,  Eastham 
Area  alternatives  assessment  supplement; 
availability  and  meeting 

National  Science  Board 

16665  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

National  Science  Foundation 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

16659  Astronomy  Advisory  Committee 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

NOTICES 

Api^cations,  etc.: 

16660  Union  Electric  Co.  < 

16665  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs  Office 

NOTICES 

Employee  benefit  plans: 

16657,  Prohibition  on  transactions;  exemption 
16658  proceedings,  applications,  hearings,  etc.  (2 

documents) 

Personnel  Management  Office 

RULES 

16455  Alternative  work  schedules  experiment;  final 

master  plan  added  to  Federal  Personnel  Manual; 
interim  plan  removed  from  CFR 
Excepted  service: 

16455  Entire  executive  civil  service;  severe 

disadvantage  due  to  psychiatric  disability 
PROPOSED  RULES 
Retirement: 

16493  Annuitants  on  temporary  Presidential  * 

appointments;  exclusions  from  coverage 

Postal  Rate  Commission 

NOTICES 

16660  Visits  to  postal  facilities 

Public  Health  Service 

NOTICES 

16568  Health  maintenance  organizations,  qualified;  list; 
correction 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 
Electric  borrowers: 

16496  Energy  conservation  loans;  deferment  of 
principal  repayments;  advance  notice 
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Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 

PROPOSED  RULES 

16498  Fixed  charges;  ratio  of  earnings;  advance  notice 
NOTICES 
Hearings,  etc.: 

16660  Alle^eny  Power  System,  Inc.,  et  al. 

16665  Meetings;  Simshine  Act 

Smaii  Business  Administration 
NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

16661  Builders  Capital  Corp. 

16661  Round  Table  Capital  Corp. 

16661  Western  Financial  Capital  Corp. 

Disaster  areas: 

16662  North  Carolina 
Meetings;  advisory  councils: 

16662  North  Dakota 

16662  Puerto  Rico 

16662  Rhode  Island 

Social  Security  Administration 
RULES 

Social  Security  benefits: 

16463  Wage  credits  for  veterans  and  members  of 

uniformed  services 

Treasury  Department 

See  Internal  Revenue  Service. 

Veterans  Administration 
NOTICES 

16663  Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records 


MEETINGS  ANNOUNCED  IN  THIS  ISSUE 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration — 

16521  Mid- Atlantic  Fishery  Management  Council, 
Scientific  and  Statistical  Committee,  4-3-80 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary — 

16524  Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force  on  Acquisition 
Policy,  4-17  and  4-18-80  ^ 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE  DEPARTMENT 

Food  and  Drug  Administration — 

16562  Circulatory  System  Devices  Panel,  3-31-80 

16564  Consumer  exchange,  4-15-80 
National  Institutes  of  Health — 

16565  National  Cancer  Institute,  Diagnostic  Research 
Advisory  Group,  4-24  and  4-25-80 

16566  National  Heart,  Lung,  and  Blood  Institute,  Blood 
Diseases  and  Resources  Advisory  Committee,  4-28 
and  4-29-80 

16566  National  Institute  of  Child  Health  and  Human 
Development,  Mental  Retardation  Research 
Committee,  4-7  and  4  8-  80 

16566  National  Institute  of  Dental  Research,  Board  of 
Scientific  Counselors,  4-28,  4-29,  and  4-30-80 
Office  of  the  Secretary — 


16567  National  Advisory  Committee  on  the  White  House 
Conference  on  Families,  Special  Subcommittee  on 
the  Appointment  of  At-La^e  Delegates,  4-1-80 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

National  Park  Service — 

16576  Eastham  area  Development  Concept  Plan, 
Massachusetts,  3-29-W 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

16659  NASA  Advisory  Coimcil,  Space  and  Terrestrial 
Applications  Advisory  Committee,  Ad  Hoc 
Informal  Advisory  Subcommittee  on  Geodynamics 
and  Geology,  4-1  and  4-2-80 
16659  NASA  Advisory  Coimcil,  Space  and  Terrestrial 
Applications  Advisory  Committee,  Ad  Hoc 
Informal  Advisory  Subconunittee  on  Satellite 
Communications  Applications,  4-3  and  4-4-80 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 
16659  Advisory  Committee  for  Astronomy,  4-2  and 
4-3-80 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 
16662  Region  I  Advisory  Council,  4-2j-80 
16662  Region  II  Advisory  Council,  4-23-80 
16662  Region  VIII  Advisory  Council,  4-23-80 

HEARINGS 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

Internal  Revenue  Service — 

16500  Proposed  credit  for  employment  of  certain  new 
employees,  4-24-80,  outlines  of  comments  by 
4-10-80 

16500  Proposed  election  to  treat  outdoor  advertising 
displays  as  real  property,  4-22-80,  outlines  of 
comments  by  4-8-80 
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Title  3— 

The  President 


Executive  Order  12199  of  March  12,  1980 

Levels  IV  and  V  of  the  Executive  Schedule 


By  the  authority  vested  in  me  as  President  of  the  United  States  of  America  by 
Section  5317  of  Title  5  of  the  United  States  Code,  it  is  hereby  ordered  that 
Section  l-lOl(e)  of  Executive  Order  No.  12154  of  September  4,  1979  (placing 
certain  positions  in  level  IV  of  the  Executive  Schedule)  is  amended  by  deleting 
“Deputy  Adviser  for  Labor-Management,  Coimcil  on  Wage  and  Price  Stabil¬ 
ity”  and  substituting  therefor  "Executive  Director,  White  House  Conference  on 
Aging,  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare.”. 


THE  WHITE  HOUSE, 
March  12,  1980. 


(FR  Doc.  80-8107 
Filed  3-12-80;  4:41  pm] 
Billing  code  3195-01-M 
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Presidential  Documents 


Executive  Order  12200  of  March  12,  1980 

Rates  of  Pay  and  Allowances 


By  the  authority  vested  in  me  as  President  by  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  and  in  accord  with  Section  101(c)  of  Public  Law  96- 
86  approved  October  12, 1979,  it  is  hereby  ordered  as  follows: 

1-101.  In  order  to  provide  notice  of  the  effect  of  appropriations  limitations  on 
the  payable  rates  of  salary  and  basic  pay,  additional  footnotes  are  added  to 
each  of  the  pay  schedules  attached  to  ^ecutive  Order  No.  12165  of  October  9, 
1979. 

1-102.  In  order  to  preserve  existing  comparability  in  new  Senior  Executive 
Service  positions  for  purposes  of  applying  the  recent  appropriations  limita¬ 
tions,  comparable  pay  levels  are  designated  in  an  additional  footnote  to 
Schedule  4  attached  to  Executive  Order  No.  12165. 

1-103.  Schedules  1  through  7  attached  to  Executive  Order  No.  12165  are 
amended  by  substituting  therefor  the  revised  Schedules  1  through  7  which  are 
attached  hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof.  These  new  schedules  are  identical  to 
the  original  schedules  except  for  the  addition  of  asterisks  and  new  footnotes 
which  reflect  new  maximum  limitations  on  payable  rates  of  salary  and  basic 
pay.  The  scheduled  rates  of  pay  and  allowances  have  not  been  altered.  These 
new  schedules  therefore  supersede  the  original  schedules. 

1-104.  To  make  a  technical  correction,  the  statutory  reference  '*89  Stat  419,  28 
U.S.C  461”  in  the  ffrst  clause  of  Section  1-103  of  Executive  Order  No.  12165  is 
amended  to  read  "Public  Law  94-82, 89  Stat.  419”. 

1-105.  (a)  Section  1-103  of  Executive  Order  No.  12165  is  further  amended  by 
adding  a  new  subsection  (c)  as  follows: 

“(c)  Judicial  Salaries  (28  U.S.C.  5,  44(d),  135, 173,  213,  252,  792(b)  and  11  U.S.C. 
68(a)  and  Sections  401  (a),  404(a),  404(b),  and  404(d)  of  Public  Law  95-598)  at 
Schedule  8.”. 

(b)  Schedules  1  through  7  of  Executive  Order  No.  12165  are  further  amended 
by  adding  thereto  a  new  Schedule  8,  setting  forth  Judicial  Salaries,  which  is 
attached  hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof. 


THE  WHITE  HOUSE, 
March  12,  1980. 
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SCHEDULE  1  -  THE  GENERAL  SCHEDULE 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

GS-1 

$7,210 

$7,450 

$7,690 

$7,930 

$8,170 

$8,410 

$8,650 

$8,890 

$8,902 

$9,126 

2 

8,128 

8,399 

8,670 

8,902 

9,002 

9,267 

9,532 

9,797 

10,062 

19,327 

3 

8,952 

9,250 

9,548 

9,846 

10,144 

10,442 

10,740 

11,038 

11,336 

11,634 

4 

10,049 

10,384 

10,719 

11,054 

11,339 

11.724 

12,059 

12,394 

12,729 

13,064 

5 

11,243 

11,618 

11,993 

12,368 

12,743 

13,118 

13,493 

13,868 

14,243 

14,618 

6 

12,531 

12,949 

13,367 

13,785 

14,203 

14,621 

15,039 

‘15,457 

15,875 

16,293 

7 

13,925 

14,389 

14,853 

15,317 

15,781 

16,245 

16,709 

17,173 

17,637 

18,101 

8 

15,423 

15,937 

16,451 

16,965 

17,479 

17,993 

18,507 

19,021 

19,535 

20,049 

9 

17,035 

17,603 

18,171 

18,739 

19,307 

19,875 

20,443 

21, 011 

21,579 

22,147 

10 

18,760 

19,385 

20,010 

20,635 

21,260 

21,885 

22,510 

23,135 

23,760 

24,385 

11 

20.611 

21,298 

21,985 

22,672 

23,359 

24,046 

24,733  - 

25,420 

26,107 

26,794 

12 

24,703 

25,526 

26,349 

27,172 

27,995 

28,818 

29,641 

30,464 

31.287 

32,110 

13 

29,375 

30,354 

31,333 

32.312 

33,291 

34,270 

35,249 

36,228 

37,207 

38,186 

14 

34,713 

35,870 

37,027 

38,184 

39,341 

40,498 

41,655  . 

42,812 

43,969 

45,126 

15 

40,832 

42.193 

43,554 

44,915 

46,276. 

47,637 

48,998 

50,359* 

51,720* 

53,081* 

16 

17 

18 

47,889 

56,099* 

65,750* 

49.485 

57,969* 

51,081* 

59,839* 

52,677* 

61,709* 

54,273  * 
63,579* 

55,869* 

57,465* 

59,061* 

60,657* 

•Basic  pay  is  limitsd  by  Ssction  S30B  of  Titlo  S  of  tho  Unitod  Statss  Code  to  th«  rats  for  Isvel  V  of  the  Executive 
Schedule  which  is  $53,600.  See  also  Note  3. 

Note  1.  The  rates  payable  under  this  schedule  are  subject  to  further  adjustment,  limit ition,  or  reduction  by  the  Congress. 

Note  2.  On  October  1,  1979,  the  limitation  ip  Schedule  1  of  Executive  Order  No.  12087,  October  7,  1978,  changed  and  for 
the  period  October  1,  1979  to  the  start  of  the  first  applicable  pay  period  in  fiscal  1980  the  following  rates  of  pay 
were  payable: 


CS-15,  Step 
GS-IS,  Step 
GS-16,  Step 

9 . 

GS-16,  Steps 
GS-17,  Steps 
CS-IB  . 

through  9  . . 
through  5  . . 

..  $50,100 
..  50,100 

10 . 

. 

3 . 

GS-16,  Step 

4 . 

e  . 

Note  3.  Notwithstanding  the  above  rates,  the  maximum  rate  payable  in  this  schedule  is  $50,112.50.  [Section  101(c) 
of  Public  Law  96-86  (approved  October  12,  1979)  provides  that  funds  appropriated  for  fiscal  year  1980  may  not  be 
used  to  pay  a  salary  in  this  schedule  at  a  rate  which  exceeds  an  increase  of  5.5  percent  over  the  rate  payable  for 
level  V  of  the  Executive  Schedule  in  effect  on  September  30,  1978.] 


Schedule  2  -  EOREIGN  SERVICE  SCHEDULES 
Part  I  •  The  Per  Annum  Salaries  of  Foreign  Service  Officers 


FSO-01 

$61,903* 

$63,966* 

$65,750* 

02 

47,540 

49,125 

50,710* 

$52,295* 

$53,330* 

$35,465* 

$57,050 

03 

37,067 

38,303 

39,539 

40,775 

42,011 

43,247 

44,433 

04 

29,375 

30,354 

31,333 

32,312 

33,291 

34,270 

35,249 

05 

33,687 

24,477 

25,267 

26,057 

26,847 

27,S37 

28,427 

OS 

19,451 

20,099 

20,747 

21,395 

22,043 

22,691 

23,339 

07 

16,283 

16,831 

17,374 

17,917 

18,460 

19,003 

19,346 

08 

13,925 

14,339 

14,853 

15,317 

15,731 

16.245 

16,709 

; 
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Part  XZ  •  Th«  Par  Afunia  talariaa  of  Poroign  Staff  Officors  and  BivToyaai 


1 

4 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

- 

rsS'Oi 

$37,067 

$38,303 

$39,539 

840,775 

$42,011 

$43,247 

$44,483 

$45,719 

$46,955 

$43,191 

02 

29,375 

30,354 

31,333 

32,312 

33,291 

34,270 

35,249 

36,228 

37,207 

38.136 

03 

23,687 

24,477 

25,267 

26,057 

26,847 

27,637 

28,427 

29,217 

30,007 

30. 'S- 

04 

19,451 

30,099 

20,747 

21,395 

22,043 

22,691 

23,339 

23,937 

24,635 

25.233 

05 

17,403 

17,983 

18,563 

19,143 

.  19,723 

20,303 

20,883 

21,463 

22,043 

22,323 

'06 

15,580 

16,099 

16,618 

17,137 

17,656 

18,175 

18,694 

19,213 

19,732 

20.251 

07 

13,954 

14,419 

14,884 

15,349 

15,814 

16,279 

16,744 

17,209 

17,674 

18,139 

08 

12,503 

12.920 

13,337 

13,754 

14,171 

14,588 

15,005 

15,422 

15.839 

16.256 

09 

11,206 

11,980 

11,954 

12,328 

12,702 

13,076 

13,450 

13,824 

14,198 

14,572 

10 

10,049 

19,384 

10,719 

11,054 

11.389 

11,724 

12,059 

12,394  - 

12.729 

13.C64 

*  Sasic 

pay  is  limited  by  Section  5308  of 

Title  5  of  the  United  States  Code  to  the 

rate  for  level  v  of 

the  Exe:ui 

Schadula  which  ia  SS3«S00.  Saa  also  iiota  3. 


Nota  1.  Tha  ratas  payabla  uadar  thia  achadula  ara  aubjaet  to  furthac  adjuataant.  limitation,  or  raduction  bv  tha 
Congraaa. 

Nota  2.  On  Oetobar  1,  1S7S,  tha  liaUtation  in  Schadula  2  of  Exacutiya  Ordar  No.  12087,  October  7,  1978,  changed  and 
for  tha  period  October  1,  1979  to  the  atart  of  the  firat  applicable  pay  period  in  fiacal  IS’tO  tha  following  rataa 
of  pay  waro  payabla t 


PSO«01,  Stapa  1  through  3 . $50,100 

rSO*02,  step  4 .  48,873 

fSO-02,  Stapa  5  through  7 .  50,100 


Note  3.  Notwithatanding  tha  above  rataa,  tha  awxiaraai  rata  payabla  in  thia  achadula  ia  $50,112.50.  (Section  ICl  e) 
of  Public  Law  9C>86  (approved  Oetobar  12,  1979)  providaa  that  funda  appropriated  for  fiacal  year  1980  nay  not  be 
uaad  to  pay  a  aalary  in  thia  achadula  at  a  rata  which  axeaada  an  ineraaaa  of  5.5  percent  over  tha  rata  payabla  .or 
level  V  of  tha  Executive  Schadula  ia  affaet  on  Saptaabar  30,  1978.) 


Schedule  3  •  DEPiUtTMENT  OP  MEOZCZNE  AND  SURGEXY  SCHEDULES,  VETERANS  ADHZNISTRATZON 


Minimum  Maximum 


Section  4103  Schedule 

Chief  Medical  Director 
Deputy  Chief  Medical  Director 
Associate  Deputy  Chief  Medical  Director 
Assistant  Chief  Medical  Director 
Medical  Director 
Director  of  Nursing  Service 
Director  of  Podiatric  Service 
Director  of  Chaplain  Sarvica 
Director  of  Phaxaacy  Sarvica 
Director  of  Dietetic  Sarvica 
Director  of  Optoaotric  Sarvica 

Physician  and  Dentist  Schadula 
Director  grade 
Executive  grade 
Chief  grade 
Senior  grade 
Intermediate  grade 
Pull  grade 
Associate  grade 

Nurse  Schedule 

Director  grade 
Assistant  Director  grade 
Chief  grade 
Senior  crade 
Intermediate  grade 
Full  grade 
Associate  grade 
Junior  grade 


single  rate . 

single  rate . 

single  rate . 

single  rate . 

$56,099* 

ff3,759* 

56,099* 

63,759* 

47,889 

60,657* 

47,889 

60,657* 

47,889 

60,657* 

47,889 

60,657* 

47,889 

60,657* 

47,889 

60,657* 

44,219 

57,485* 

40,832 

53,081* 

34,713 

45.126 

29,375 

38,186 

24,703 

32,110 

20,611 

26,794 

40,832 

53,081* 

34,713 

45.126 

29,375 

38,186 

24,703 

32.110 

:o.€ii 

26. ’94 

17,035 

22,147 

14,659 

19,060 

12,531 

16,293 

16446 
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Clinical  Podiatrist  and  Optoaatriat  Schadula 
Chiaf  9rada 
Sanior  grads 
Intsmsdiata  grads 
Full  grads 
Associats  grads 


$40,832 

34,713 

29,375 

24,703 

20.611 


$53,081* 

45.126 

38,186 

32.110 

26,794 


*  Basic  pay  is  limited 
Executive  Schedule  which  is 

by  Section  4107(d) 
$53,600.  See  also 

of  Title 
Note  3. 

38 

of 

tho 

United 

States 

Code 

to 

the 

rate 

for 

level 

V  of  the 

**  Basic  pay  is  limited 
Executive  Schedule  which  is 

by  Section  4107(d) 
$56,500.  See  also 

of  Title 
Note  4. 

38 

of 

tho 

United 

States 

Code 

to 

the 

rate 

for 

level 

IV  of  the 

***  Basic  pay  is  limited 

by  Section  4107(d) 

of  Title 

38 

Of 

tho 

United 

States 

Code 

to 

the 

rata 

for 

level 

III  of 

ths  Exscutivs  Schsduls  which  is  $59,300.  Sss  also  Sots  5. 


Mots  1. 


Ths  rates  payabls  undsr  this  schsduls  are  subjsct  to 


further  adjustiRsnt,  limitation. 


or  reduction  by  the  Congress. 


Note  2.  On  October  1,  1979,  ths  limitation  la  Sehsdnls  3  of  Exscutivs  Order  Mo.  12087,  o.rtobsr  7,  1978,  changed  and  for 
ths  period  October  1,  1979  to  the  start  of  ths  first  applicable  pay  period  in  fiscal  1980  ths  following  rates  of  oay 
were  payabls: 


Minimum 


•Maximum 


Section  4103  ichsdula 

Chief  Nsdical  Director 
Deputy  Chief  Nsdical  Director 
•  Associate  Deputy  Chief  Medical  Director 
Assistant  Chief  Medical  Director 
Medical  Director 
Director  of  Nursing  Service 
Director  of  Podiatrie  Service 
Director  of  Chaplain  Service 
Director  of  Pharmacy  Service 
Director  of  Dietetic  Service 
Director  of  Optoswtric  Service 

Physfbian  and  Dentist  Schedule 
Director  grade 
Executive  grade 
Chief  grade 

Nurse  Schedule 

Director  grade 

Clinical  Podiatrist  and  Optometrist  Schedule 
Chief  grade 


Single  rate . 

Single  rate . 

Single  rate . 

Single  rate . 

$50,100 

50,100 

50,100 

30,100 

44,756 

50,100 

44,756 

50,100 

44,756 

50,100 

44,756 

50.100 

44,756 

50,100 

44,756 

50,100 

41,327 

50,100 

38,160 

49,608 

38,160 

49,608 

38,160 

49,608 

Note  3.  Notwithstanding  the  above  race,  the  maximum  rate  payable  for  this  position  or  grade  is  $50,112.30.  fSection 
101(c)  of  Public  Law  96-86  (approved  October  12,  1979)  provides  that  funds  appropriated  tot  fiscal  year  1980  may  not 
be  used  to  pay  a  salary  for  this  position  or  grade  at  a  rate  which  exceeds  an  increase  of  5.5  percent  over  the  race 
payable  for  level  V  of  the  Executive  Schedule  in  effect  on  September  30,  1978.] 

Note  4.  Notwithstanding  the  above  rates,  the  maximum  rata  payable  for  this  position  is  $52,750.00.  (Section  101 (c) 
of  Public  Law  96-86  (approved  October  12,  1979)  provides  that  funds  appropriated  for  fiscal  year  1980  may  not  be 
used  to  pay  a  salary  for  this  position  at  a  rata  which  exceeds  an  increase  of  5.5  percent  over  the  rata  payable  for 
level  IV  of  the  Executive  Schedule  in  effect  on  Septamlaer  30.  1978.] 

Mote  5.  Notwithstanding  the  a)>ova  rates,  the  maximum  rate  payable  for  this  position  is  $35,387.50.  [Section  101(c) 
of  Public  Law  96-86  (approved  October  12,  1979)  provides  that  funds  appropriated  for  fiscal  year  1980  may  not  be 
used  to  pay  a  salary  for  this  position  at  a  rata  which  exceeds  an  increase  of  5.5  percent  over  the  rate  payable  for 
level  III  of  the  Executive  Schedule  in  effect  on  September  30,  1978.] 
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Sohadul*  4  -  SraZOR  EXECUTIVE  SERVICE  SCHEDULE 


BS-1  S47,S89 
ES-2  49,499 
SS-3  51.164* 


ES-4  -  $S2,S84* 
ES-S  54.662* 
ES-6  56,50®** 


Not*  1.  Tb*  r*tM  payabl*  under  this  scbedul*  sr*  subject  to  further  sdjustaent,  lialtation,  or  reduction  by 
the  Congress  or  the  President. 

Not*  2.  Froa  October  1,  1979  to  the  start  of  the  first  applicable  pay  period  in  fiscal  1980,  tb*  rates  of  pay, 
which  were  established  in  the  President's  neaorandun  of  March  7,  1979,  were  payable: 

SS-1  844,756  '  ES-4  SSO.lOO 

ES-2  46,470  ES-S  51,450* 

SS-3  48,250  ES-6  52,800** 


*  Notwithstanding  these  rates,  the  rate  payable  at  these  levels  is  $50,112.50.  See  also  Notes  3  and  4. 


**  Notwithstanding  these  rates  the  rate  payable  at  this  level  is  $52,750.00.  But  see  also  Notes  3  and  4. 

Not*  3.  Notwithstanding  the  above  rates,  the  rate  payable  is  subject  to  the  provisions  of  Section  101(c) 

of  Public  Law  96-86  (approved  October  12,  1979) .  As  further  explained  in  tb*  Joint  Explanatory  Stataaent  of  the 
CoEBitte*  of  Oonferanea  (125  Cong.  Ree.  ■  9075  to  B  9076  of  October  12,  1979),  those  ^ovisiona  preclude  the  use  of 
fiscal  year  1980  appropriations  to  pay  salary  rates  which  exceed  $50,112.50  to  individuals  who  are  in  positions  now 
dssi^atad  as  8ES  positions  but  which  were  CS-16,  CS-17,  GS-18,  or  Executive  level  V  and  thus  subject  to  the  level  v 
ceiling  on  Septsaiber  30,  1978  of  $47,500i  and,  those  provisions  preclude  the  us*  of  fiscal  year  1980  appropriations 
to  pay  salary  rates  which  exceed  852,750.00  to  individuals  who  are  in  positions  now  designated  as  SES  positions  but 
which  were  Executive  level  ZV  and  thua  subject  to  tbs  Executive  level  ZV  ceiling  on  Septasiber  30,  1978  of  $50,000. 

Note  4.  For  purposes  of  Section  101 (o)  of  Public  Law  96-86,  Section  304(b)(1)  of  Public  Law  95-391,  and  only  for 
the  purpose  of  applying  those  liaitations  on  the  us*  of  appropriated  funds  for  paying  rates  of  pay,  individuals  who 
are  serving  in  newly  created  SES  positions  or  who  are  otherwise  in  a  new  position  within  the  aeaning  of  Section  304 (b) 
of  Public  Law  95-391,  shall  be  deesMd  to  be  serving  in  a  position  coaparabl*  to  an  Executive  Isvsl  V  position  if 
paid  at  the  rat*  of  ES-5  or  lower:  and,  shall  be  dseoed  to  be  serving  in  a  position  coegiarabl*  to  an  Executive 
level  ZV  position  if  paid  at  tb*  rat*  of  ES-6. 


Schedule  5  -  PAY  AND  ALLOWANCES  OP  THE  UNIFORMED  SERVICES 
Part  I  -  Monthly  Basic  Pay 
(Years  of  service  coaputad  under  37  U.S.C.  205) 


CcBcaiasionad  Officers 


Pav  Grad* 

2  or  less 

Over  2 

Over  3 

Over  4 

Over  6 

Over  8 

Over  10 

Over  12 

0-10^ 

83529.80 

83654.00 

83654.00 

$3654.00 

$3654.00 

$3794.10 

$3794.10 

$4084.80 

0-9 

3128.40 

3210.60 

3278.70 

3278.70 

3278.70 

3362.40 

3362.40 

3501.90 

0-3 

2833.50 

2918.40 

2987.70 

2987.70 

2987.70 

3210.60 

3210.60 

3362.40 

0-7 

2354.40 

2514.60 

2514.60 

2514.60 

2627.10 

2627.10 

2779.80 

2779.80 

0-6 

1745.10 

1917.60 

2042.70 

2042.70 

2042.70 

2042.70 

2042.70 

2042.70 

0-5 

1395.90 

1639.20 

1752.30 

1752.30 

1752.30 

1752.30 

1805.70 

1902.30 

0-4- 

1176.60 

1432.20 

1528.20 

1528.20 

1556.10 

1625.40 

1736.10 

1833.90 

0-3^ 

1093.50 

1222.20 

1306.50 

1445.70 

1514.70 

1569.60 

1653.90 

1736.10 

0-2^ 

955.10 

1041.30 

1250.70 

1293.00 

1319.70 

1319.70 

1319.70 

1319.70 

0-1^ 

827.40 

861.30 

1041.30 

1041.30 

1041.30 

1041.30 

1041.30 

1041.30 

Pay  Grad* 

Over  14 

Over  16 

Over  18 

Over  20 

Over  22 

.Over  26 

Over  30 

0-10" 

$4084.80 

84377.00* 

84377.00* 

84669.80* 

$4669.80* 

$4961.10* 

S4961.10* 

0-9 

3501.90 

3794.10 

3794.10 

4084.80 

4084.80 

4377.00* 

4377.00* 

0-a 

33G2.40 

3501.90 

3654.00 

3794.10 

3946.20 

3946.20 

3946.20 

0-7 

2918.40 

3210.60 

3431.10 

3431.10 

3431.10 

3431.10 

3431.10 

0-6 

2112.00 

2446.50 

2571.60 

2627.10 

2779.80 

3014.70 

3014.70 

0-5 

2029.50 

2181.60 

2307.00 

•  2376.60 

2459.70 

2459.70 

2459.70 

0-4- 

1917.60 

2001.30 

2057.10 

2057.10 

2057.10 

2057.10 

2037.10 

0-3, 

1778.70 

1778.70 

1778.70 

1778.70 

1778.70 

1778.70 

1778.70 

0-2^ 

1319.70 

1319.70 

1319.70 

1319.70 

1319.70 

1319.70 

1319.70 

0-r 

1041.30 

1041.30 

1041.30 

1(»41.30 

1041.30 

1041.30 

1041.30 

1.  While  serving  as  Chalxnan  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Arsy,  Chief  of  Naval  Operations, 
Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Air  Force,  or  Consandant  of  tb*  Marin*  Corps,  basic  pay  for  this  grads  is  $5473.80*  regardless 
of  cuoulativ*  years  of  service  confuted  under  Section  205  of  Title  37  of  the  United  Stats*  Cod*. 

2.  Does  not  apply  to  coaBissioned  officers  who  have  been  credited  with  over  4  years'  active  service  as  enlisted 
aeabers. 


*  Basic  pay  is  linlted  by  Section  5308  of  Title  5  of  the  United  States  Code  to  the  sate  for  level  V  of  the  Exec¬ 
utive  Schedule  which  is  $4,466.40  per  nonth. 

Not*.  Notwithstanding  the  above  rates,  the  rate  payable  in  this  schedule  is  $4,176.00  per  aonth.  (Section 

101(c)  of  Public  Law  96-86  (approved  October  12,  1979)  provides  that  funds  appropriated  for  fiscal  year  1980  nay  not 
be  used  to  pay  a  salary  in  this  schedule  at  a  rat*  which  exceeds  an  increase  of  5.5  percent  over  the  rat*  payable 
for  level  V  of  the  Executive  Sehedol*  in  effect  on  Septeaber  30,  1978.) 
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CoMtisaioncd  officara  who  hava  baan  craditad  with  ovar  4  yaara'  activa  aarvica  at  aaliatad  aMsbara 

(Yaara  of  aarvica  computad  undar  37  U.S.C.  20S) 


Pay 

Grada 

Ovar  4 

Ovar  6 

Ovar  8 

Ovar  10 

Ovar  12 

Ovar  14 

0-3 

0-2 

0-1 

■ 

$1445.70 
1293. CO 
1041.30 

$1514.70 

1319.70 

1112.10 

$1569.60 

1361.70 

1153.20 

$1653.90 

1432.20 

1194.90 

$1736.10 

1487.40 

1236.60 

$1805.70  / 

'  1528.20 
1293.00 

Pay 

Grada 

Ovar  IS 

Ovar  18 

Ovar  20 

Ovar  22 

Ovar  26 

Ovar  30 

•  1  1 

O  O  O 

$lt05.70 

1528.20 

1293.00 

$1805.70 

1528.20 

1293.90 

$1805.70 

1528.20 

1293.00 

$1805.70 

1528.20 

1293.00 

$1805.70 

1528.20 

1293.09 

$1805.70 

1528.20 

1293.00 

Warrant  Offieara 

(Yaara  of  aarvica  coaiputad  undar  37  0. 

.S.C.  2051 

Pay 

Grada 

2  or  laaa 

Ovar  2 

Ovar  3 

Ovar  4 

Ovar  6 

Ovar  8 

Ovar  10  •  Ovar  12 

H-4 

w-3 

H-2 

W-l 

$1113.90 
1012.50 
880. SO 
738.90 

$1194.90 

1098.30 

959.10 

847.20 

$1194.90 

1098.30 

959.10 

847.20 

$1222.20 

1112.10 

987.00 

917.70 

$1278.00 

1125.38 

1041.36 

959.10 

$1334.40 

1207.50 
1098.30 

1000.50 

$1390.20  $1487.40 

1278.00  1319.70 

1139.70  1181.40 

1041.30  1084.20 

Pay 

Grada 

OvarJl 

Ovar  16 

Ovar  18 

Ovar  20 

Ovar  22 

Ovar  26 

Ovar  30 

W-4 

W-3 

W-2 

W-l 

$1558.10  , 
1361.70 
1222.20 
1125.30 

$1611.30 

1402.50 

1265.10 

1166.70 

$1653.90 

1445.70 

1306.50 

1207.50 

$1707.90 

1501.50 

1347.90 

1250.70 

$1765.20 

1556.10 

1402.50 

1250.70 

$1902.30 

1611.30 

1402.50 

1250.70 

$1902.30 

1611.30 

1402.50 

1250.70 

Enliatad  Naabara 

(Yaara  of  aarvica  coapatad  undar  37  O.S.C.  20S> 


Pay  Grada 

2  or  laaa 

Ovar  2 

Ovar  3 

Ovar  4 

Ovar  6 

Ovar  8 

Ovar  10 

Ovar  12 

E-9^ 

50 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$1265.40 

$1294. 2C 

E-8 

9 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1061.70 

1091.40 

1120.50 

E-7 

741.35 

800.10 

829.80 

858.60 

888.30 

916.20 

945.60 

975.00 

E-6 

640.29 

698.10 

727.20 

757.80 

786.00 

814.80 

844.90 

888.30 

E-5 

562.20 

611.70 

641.40 

669.30 

713.10 

742.20 

771.90 

890. 1C 

E-4 

540. 3C 

570.60 

603.90 

651.00 

676.80 

676.80 

676.80 

676.80 

E-3 

519.60 

548.10 

570.30 

592.80 

592.80 

592.80 

592.80 

592.80 

E-2 

500.10 

500.10 

500.10 

500.10 

500.19 

500.10 

500.10 

500.10 

E-l 

448. 8C 

448.80 

448.80 

448.80 

448.80 

448.80 

448.80 

448.80 

Pay  Grada 

Ovar  14 

Ovar  16 

Ovar  18 

Ovar  20 

Ovar  22 

Ovar  2C 

Ovar  30 

E-9^ 

$1323.60 

$1354.20 

81384.20 

$1411.20 

$1485.60 

$1629.60 

$1629.60 

E-8 

1149.90 

1179.90 

1207.20 

1236.90 

1309.50 

1455.60 

1455.60 

E-7 

1019.10 

1047.90 

1077.60 

1091.40 

1164.90 

1309.50 

1309.50 

E-6 

916. :o 

945.60 

960.00 

960.00 

960.00 

960.00 

960.00 

E-5 

814.80 

814.80 

814.80 

814.80 

814.80 

814.80 

814.80 

E-4 

676.89 

676.80 

676.80 

676.80 

676.80 

676.30 

676.80 

E-3 

$92.80 

592.80 

592.80 

592.80 

592.80 

592.80 

592.80 

E-2 

500.10 

500.10 

500.10 

500.10 

500.10 

500.19 

500.10 

E-l 

440.89 

448.80 

448.80 

448.80 

448.80 

448.80 

448.80 

1.  Mhila  aarvino  aa  Sarqaant  Major  of  tha  Amy,  Naatar  Chiaf  Patty  Officar  of  tha  Navy  or  Coaat  Guard,  Chiaf  Matter 
Sarqaant  of  tha  Air  Yc'^ca,  or  Sarqaant  Major  of  tha  Marina  Corpa,  baaic  pay  for  thia  qrada  ia  S1990.9C  raqardlaaa 
of  cuamlativa  yaara  of  aarvica  conputad  undar  Sactlon  205  of  Titla  37  of  tha  Onitad  Stataa  Coda. 
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Part  II  -  Basic  Allowanc*  Cor  Subaxatanca  Bataa 

Officara: 

Enliatad  Naabara: 

Mhan  on  leava  or  autborisad  to  aeaa  separately) 

Hban  rations  in-kind  ara  not  available: 

Nhan  assigned  to  duty  under  aaargancy  conditions  whara  no 
■assiag  facilities  of  tha  United  States  ara  available) 


$67.21  par  month 

$  3.21  par  day 
$  3.62  par  day 

$  4.79  par  day 


Part  III  -  Honthly  Basic  Allowance  for  Quarters  Rates 
Pay  Grade  Without  Dapandanta  With  Dependents 

Full  Rata  1 _ Partial  Rata  2 


CoaaUssionad  Officara 


0-10 

$383.10 

$50.70 

$479.10 

0-9 

383.10 

50.70 

479.10 

0-a 

383.10 

50.70 

479.10 

0-7 

383.10 

50.70 

479.10 

0-6 

343.80 

39.60 

419.40 

0-5 

316.80 

33.00 

381.60 

0-4 

282.30 

26.70 

340.50 

0-3 

248.10 

22.20 

306.30 

0-2 

215.40 

17.70 

272.70 

0-1 

168.00 

13.20 

219.00 

Warrant  Officers 


N-4 

$271.80 

$25.20 

$328.20 

W-1 

242.40 

20.70 

298.80 

W-2 

210.90 

15.90 

268.20 

W-1 

190.50 

13.80 

246.60 

Enlisted  Members 

E-9 

$205.20 

$18.60 

$288.60 

E-B 

189.00 

15.30 

266.70 

E-7 

160.80 

12.00 

248.10 

E-6 

146.10 

9.90 

228.30 

E-5 

140.40 

8.70 

209.70 

E-4 

123.90 

8.10 

184.50 

E-3 

110.70 

7.80 

160.80 

E-2 

97.80 

7.20 

160.80 

E-1 

92.40 

6.90 

160.80 

1.  Payment  of  tha  full  rata  of  basic  allowance  for  quarters  at  thesa  rates  for  members  of  the  uniformed 
services  to  personnel  without  dapandanta  is  authorised  by  37  O.S.C.  403  and  Part  IV  of  Executive  Order 
No.  11157,  as  amended. 

2.  Payisent  of  the  partial  rata  of  basic  allowance  f or  quartars  at  these  rates  to  members  of  the  uniformed 
services  without  dependents  who,  under  37  U.S.C.  403(b)  or  403(c),  are  not  entitled  .to  the  full  rate  of 
basic  allowance  for  quarters,  is  authorized  by  37  U.S.C,  1009(d)  and  Part  IV  of  B'<seutivs  Order  No.  11157, 

as  asMnded. 


Part  IV  -  Monthly  Rate  of  Cadet  or  Midshipman  Pay 

The  rate  of  monthly  cadet  or  midshipman  pay  authorized  by  Section  203(c)  of  Title  37  of  the  United  States 
Code  is  adjusted  from  $351.00  to  $375.60. 


Note.  The  rates  payable  under  this  schedule  are  subject  to  further  adjustment,  limitation,  or  reduction  bv  the 
Congress. 
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Schadul*  6  •  VICE  PRESIDENT  AMD  THE  EXECUTIVE  SCHEDULE 


Vice  President  $84 « 700 
Level  I  74,500 
Level  II  65,000 


Level  III  $59,300 
Level  IV  56,500 
Level  V  53,600 


Note  1. 


The  retee  peyable  under  this  schedule  ere  subject  to  further  edjustswnt,  limitetion. 


or  reduction  by  the  Conqress 


Note  2.  On  October  1,  1979  the  liaitetion  in  Schedule  5  of  Executive  Order  12087,  October  7,  1978,  chen9ed  and  for  the 
period  October  1,  1979  to  the  start  of  the  first  applicable  pay  period  in  fiscal  1980  the  following  rates  of  pay  were 
payable: 


Vice  President 
Level  I 
Level  II 


$79,100 

69,600 

60,700 


Level  III  $55,400 
Level  IV  52,800 
Level  V  50,100 


Note  3.  Notwithstanding  the  above  rates,  the  maxinuat  rates  payable  in  this  schedule  are  set  forth  below.  [Section 
101(c)  of  Public  Law  96-86  (approved  (Tetober  12,  1979)  provides  that  funds  appropriated  for  fiscal  year  1980  may 
not  be  used  to  pay  a  salary  in  this  schedule  et  a  rata  which  exceeds  an  increase  of  5.5  percent  over  the  apollcable 
rate  payable  for  the  Executive  Schedule  in  affect  on  Septasdser  30,  1978.] 


Vice  President 

$79 

Level  I 

69 

Level  II 

60 

125.00  Level 
630.00  Level 
662.50  Level 


III  $55,387.50 

IV  52,750.00 

V  50,112.50 

/ 


Schedule  7  -  CONGRESSIONAL  SALARIES 


Senator  $65,000 
Member  of  the  House  of  Representatives  65,000 
Delegate  to  the  House  of  Representatives  65,000 
Resident  Coirasissioner  from  Puerto  Rico  65,000 
President  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate  73,400 
Majority  leader  and  minority  leader  of  the  Senate  73,400 
Majority  leader  and  minority  leader  of  the  House  of  Representatives  73,400 
Spca)cer  of  the  House  of  Representatives  P4,700 


Note  1.  The  rates  under  this  schedule  are  subject  to  further  adjustment,  limitation,  or  reduction  by  the 
Congress. 


Note  2.  Notwithstanding  the  above  rates,  the  maxioium  rates  payable  in  this  schedule  are  set  forth  below.  [Section 
101(c)  of  Public  Law  96-86  (approved  (Tetober  12,  1979)  provides  that  funds  appropriated  for  fiscal  year  1980  may 
not  be  used  to  pay  a  salary  in  this  schedule  at  a  rate  which  exceeds  an  increase  of  5.5  percent  over  the  applicable 
rate  payable  for  such  position  or  office  in  effect  on  September  30,  1978.1 


Senator 

Member  of  the  House  of  Representatives 

Delegate  to  the  House  of  Representatives 

Resident  Conniasioner  from  Puerto  Rico 

President  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate 

Majority  leader  and  minority  leader  of  the  Senate 

Majority  leader  and  minority  leader  of  the  House  of  Representatives 

SpeaJeez  of  the  House  of  Representatives 


$60,662.50 
60,662.50 
60,662.50 
60,662.50 
68,575.00 
68,575.00 
68,575.00 
'  79,125.00 


SctMdul*  •  •  JUDICIAL  SALARIES 


Chi«f  Justice  oi.ths  United  States 

Associate  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court 

Circuit  Ju49es 

District  Jud9es 

Judoes  of  the  Court  of  Claims 

Judges  of  the  Court  of  Customs  and  Patent  Appeals 
Judges  of  the  Customs  Court 
Coaesissioners  of  the  Court  of  Claims 

Referees  in  Bankruptcy  (full-time)  or  Banicruptcy  Judges 
Referees  in  Bankruptcy  (part-time)  (maximum  rate) 


$S4,700 

•1,300 

SS.OOO 

61.500 
6S,000 
65,000 

61.500 

54.100 

53.500 

26.100 


hote  1.  The  rates  payable  under  this  schadula  are  subject  to  furtber  adjustment,  limitatioa,  or  reduction  by  the  Congress. 

Mote  2.  Motwithstanding  the  above  rates,  the  maximum  ratas  payable  in  this  schedule  are  set  forth  below.  (Section  101(c) 
of  Public  Law  96-B6  (approved  October  12,  1979)  provides  tliat  funds  appropriated  for  fiscal  yaar  1910  may  not  be  used 
to  pay  a  salary’  in  this  sc>iadula  at  a  rata  which  axeaeds  an  inersaae  of  5.5  percent  over  t))e  anplieable  rate  payable 
for  such  position  or  office  in  effect  on  Septasiber  30,  1971.) 


Chief  Justice  of  thm  United  States 

Associate  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court 

Circuit  Judges 

District  Judges 

Judges  of  t))e  Court  of  Claims 

Judges  of  the  Court  of  Customs  and  Patent  Appeals 

Judges  of  the  Customs  Court 

Commissioners  of  the  Court  of  Claima 

Referees  in  Ban)cruptcy  (full-time)  or  Ban)truptcy  Judges 

Referees  in  Bankruptcy  (part-time)  (maximum  rata) 

(FR  Doc.  Bo-8139 
Filed  3-13-80;  10:59  am] 

Billing  code  319S-01-M 


$79,125 

75,960 

60.662.50 

57.497.50 

60.662.50 

60.662.50 

57.497.50 

51.167.50 
51,167.50 
25,563.75 
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Presidential  Documents 


Proclamation  4735  of  March  13,  1980 

Honoring  Carl  Vinson 


By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 
A  Proclamation 

The  nuclear  powered  aircraft  carrier  U.S.S.  Carl  Vinson  (CVN  70)  will  be 
christened  and  launched  at  Newport  News,  Virginia  on  March  15, 1980. 

The  namesake  of  this,  the  largest  warship  ever  constructed,  the  Honorable 
Carl  Vinson,  served  as  a  member  of  the  House  of  Representatives  from  1914  to 
1965  during  which  time  he  served  as  the  Chairman  of  the  old  House  Naval 
Affairs  Committee  for  16  years  and  as  the  Chairman  of  the  House  Armed 
Services  Committee  for  14  years.  Carl  Vinson  played  a  major  role  in  develop¬ 
ing  a  national  defense  posture  second  to  none,  believing  always  in  a  philos¬ 
ophy  that  “No  man  should  ever  place  the  defense  of  his  nation  below  any 
other  priority.” 

Carl  Vinson’s  record  of  over  50  years  of  continuous  service  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  remains  unsurpassed,  reflecting  a  lifelong  commitment  to  the 
security  and  freedom  of  all  Americans.  He  served  his  country  with  distinction, 
providing  enlightened  leadership,  and  demonstrating  an  incomparable  ability 
as  a  legislator. 

On  March  15, 1980  Carl  Vinson  will  be  present  in  Newport  News,  Virginia,  as 
the  first  living  American  to  be  present  at  the  launching  of  a  United  States 
Navy  warship  which  bears  his  name.  In  recognition  of  this  unique  occasion, 
and  in  honor  of  this  great  American,  the  96th  Congress,  by  joint  resolution  (S.J. 
Res.  149),  has  authorized  and  requested  the  President  to  issue  a  proclamation 
honoring  Carl  Vinson. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  )IMMY  CARTER,  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  do  hereby  extend  best  wishes  to  Carl  Vinson  on  this  historic 
occasion,  and  express  deep  appreciation  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  to  Carl 
Vinson  and  his  unswerving  devotion  to  his  beloved  nation. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  thirteenth  day  of 
March,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  and  eighty,  and  of  the 
Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  two  hundred  and  fourth. 


[FR  Doc.  80-8171 
Filed  3-13-80;  12:03  pm] 
Billing  code  3195-01-M 
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Rules  and  Regulations 


Federal  Register 
Vol.  45,  No.  52 
Friday,  March  14,  1980 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
tiontains  regulatory  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most 
of  which  are  keyed  to  and  codified  in 
the  Code  of  Fe^ral  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


OFFICE  OF  PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 

5  CFR  Part  213 

Excepted  Service;  Entire  Executive 
Civil  Service 

agency:  Office  of  Personnel 
Management. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  Positions  when  filled  for  up  to 
2  years  by  individuals  who  (1)  are 
placed  at  a  severe  disadvantage  in 
obtaining  employment  because  of  a 
psychiatric  disability  evidenced  by 
hospitalization  or  outpatient  treatment 
and  have  had  a  significant  period  of 
substantially  disrupted  employment 
because  of  die  disability,  and  (2)  are 
certified  to  a  specific  position  by  a  State 
vocational  rehabilitation  counselor  or  a 
VA  counseling  psychologist  are 
excepted  under  Schedule  B  because  it  is 
impracticable  to  examine  competitively 
for  such  positions. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  February  27. 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

On  position  authority:  William  Bohling, 

Office  of  Personnel  Management,  202-632- 
6000. 

Oh  position  content:  Hedwig  Oswald,  Ofiice 
of  Personnel  Management,  202-632-5687. 
Office  of  Personnel  Management 
Beverly  M.  Jones, 

Issuance  System  Manager. 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Accordingly,  5  CFR  213.3202(k)  is 
added  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3202  Entire  executive  civii  service. 
***** 

(k)  Positions  at  grades  GS-15  and 
below  when  filled  by  individuals  who: 

(1)  are  placed  at  severe  disadvantage  in 
obtaining  employment  because  of  a 
psychiatric  disability  evidenced  by 


hospitalization  or  outpatient  treatment 
and  have  had  a  significant  period  of 
substantially  disrupted  employment 
because  of  the  disability;  and  (2)  are 
certified  to  a  specific  position  by  a  State 
vocational  rehabilitation  counselor  or  a 
Veterans  Administration  counseling 
psychologist  who  indicates  that  they 
meet  the  severe  disadvantage  criteria 
stated  above,  that  they  are  capable  of 
functioning  in  the  positions  to  which 
they  will  be  appointed,  and  that  any 
residual  disability  is  not  job-related. 
Employment  of  any  individual  under  this 
authority  may  not  exceed  2  years. 

(5  U.S.C.  3301,  3302:  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1954- 
1958  Comp.  p.  218) 

(FR  Doc.  80-7478  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6325-01-M 


5  CFR  Part  620 

Alternative  Work  Schedules 
Experiment;  Master  Plan  Removed 
From  5  CFR 

agency:  Office  of  Personnel 
Management. 

ACTION:  Final  Master  Plan  for  the 
Alternative  Work  Schedules 
Experimental  Program  (AWS). 

summary:  The  Federal  Employees 
Flexible  and  Compressed  Work 
Schedules  Act  of  1978  requires  the 
Office  of  Personnel  Management  (OPM) 
to  establish  a  Master  Plan  containing 
the  guidelines  and  criteria  by  which 
alternative  work  schedule  experiments 
in  the  Federal  Government  will  be 
evaluated.  This  document  revokes  the 
Master  Plan  fi'om  the  OPM  regulations, 
and  adopts  a  new  final  Master  Plan  to 
be  incorporated  into  the  Federal 
Personnel  Manual. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  14, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dr.  Raymond  J.  Kirk,  Office  of  Personnel 
Management,  Office  of  Program 
Planning  and  Development,  1900  E 
Street,  NW. — Room  3353,  Washington, 
D.C.  20415,  (202)  632-5604. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Master  Plan  was  published  on  July  20, 
1979,  (44  FR  42661),  on  an  interim  basis 
with  comments  invited  for  final 
rulemaking.  Section  620.107  of  OPM’s 
regulations  (5  CFR  620.107)  was 
reserved  for  the  Master  Plan.  That 
reserved  section  is  being  revoked  and 
the  Master  Plan  will  appear  as 


Appendix  A,  Book  620,  Federal 
Personnel  Manual  Supplement  990-2. 

For  the  information  of  the  user,  analysis 
of  comments  on  the  interim  Master  Plan 
and  the  revised  Master  Plan  are  printed 
below. 

Three  comments  were  received.  One 
offered  an  organization’s  continued 
support  for  the  experimental  program. 
The  other  two  suggested  that  the 
magnitude  of  the  proposed  data 
collection  would  create  significant 
administrative  problems.  The  large 
number  of  organizations  that  have 
indicated  that  they  plan  to  experiment 
has  resulted  in  a  reduction  in  the 
magnitude  of  data  collection. 

The*  revision  of  the  Master  Plan 
focuses  on  the  types  of  data  to  be 
collected  and  the  extent  of  the  data 
collection.  The  major  changes  are:  to 
reduce  the  sample  size  of  the 
longitudinal  study;  to  replace  the  special 
intensive  studies  (except  the  energy 
study  which  will  be  retained)  with  a 
small  number  of  on-site  studies;  and  to 
require  all  experimenting  organizations 
not  selected  for  the  longitudinal,  on-site, 
or  energy  studies  to  submit  a  narrative 
evaluation  report  on  their  experiment 
near  the  conclusion  of  the  experimental 
period. 

Section  Analysis 

Section  I.  Backgroimd — No  changes. 
Section  II.  Research  Questions — ^The 
scope  of  questions  A4,  E6,  and  F5  was 
reduced  due  to  the  revised  design 
matrix.  ' 

Section  III.  Conduct  of  the  Evaluation 
III-A.  Design — Section  replaced  to 
reflect  the  new  design  outlined 
above.  ' 

III-B.  Sample — The  discussion  of  the 
original  design  matrix  is  eliminated. 
Discussion  of  the  new  design  matrix 
for  the  longitudinal  study  is  in  Ill-E.  ’ 
III-C.  Experimental  Control — 
Reference  to  control  groups  in  the 
intensive  special  studies  has  been 
eliminated  since  those  studies  have 
been  eliminated. 

UI-D.  Implementation — Reference  to 
local  project  and  research 
coordinator  training  has  been 
deleted  since  it  will  not  be 
conducted.  'The  “Implementation 
Guide”  and  “Supervisors  Guide” 
referred  to  have  been  consolidated 
and  are  referred  to  in  the  section 
“Educational  Materials”. 

III-E.  Data  Collection — ^The  heading 
has  been  changed  to  “Data 
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Collection  and  Reporting”  to  reflect 
the  change  in  approach.  The  section 
has  been  revised  to  include 
information  on  the  narrative 
evaluation  reports,  the  reduced 
design  matrix  for  the  l(Higitudinal 
study,  the  on-site  studies,  and  the 
energy  study.  The  section  on 
“Intensive  Special  Studies”  has 
been  eliminated. 

in-F.  Analytic  Methodology — 
References  to  the  analysis  of  the 
narrative  reports  and  on-site  studies 
have  been  added.  Analysis  of 
variance  has  replaced  regression 
analysis  as  the  third  type  of 
statistical  procedure,  /malysis  of 
variance  is  a  more  appropriate 
statistical  procedure  to  use  with  the 
reduced  longitudinal  study. 
References  to  special  studies  have 
been  eliminated. 

in-G.  Reports — No  changes  have  been 
made. 

Master  Plan  for  the  Alternative  Work 
Schedules  (AWS)  Experimental  Program; 
Table  of  Contents 

l.  Background 

A.  General  Information 

B.  Pub.  L  95-390 

n.  Research  Questions 

A.  Efficiency  of  Government  Operations 

B.  Mass  Transit  Facilities  and  Traffic 

C.  Levels  of  Energy  Consumption 

D.  Service  to  the  Public 

E.  Opportunities  for  Full-time  and  Part-time 

Ei^loyment 

F.  Quality  of  Life  for  Individuals  and  Families 

m.  Conduct  of  the  Evaluation 

A.  Design 

B.  Sample 

C.  Experimental  Control 

D.  Implementation 

E.  Data  Collection  and  Reporting 

F.  Analytic  Methodology 

G.  Reports 

Master  Plan  for  the  Alternative  WoHc 
Schedules  Experimental  Program 

The  Federal  Employees  Flexible  and 
Compressed  Work  Schedules  Act  of 
1978  requires  the  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  to  establish  a  program  to 
provide  an  adequate  basis  on  which  to 
evaluate  the  effectiveness  of  alternative 
work  schedules.  This  Master  Plan 
outlines  the  research  questions,  the 
experimental  design,  the  data  collection 
procedures,  and  the  analytic  techniques 
which  will  be  used  for  evaluating  the 
impact  of  alternative  work  schedules  on 
the  Federal  work  force. 

I.  Background 
A.  General  Information 

The  5-day,  40-hour  workweek  with 
fixed  starting  and  ending  tiihes  has 
remained  the  dominant  work  schedule 


for  the  past  40  years.  It  is  only  in  the 
ast  12  years  that  organizations  have 
egun  to  experiment  with  alternative 
work  schedules,  that  is.  work  schedules 
which  allow  some  flexibility  in  selection 
of  starting  times  or  which  compress  the 
workweek  into  some  period  shorter  than 
the  traditional  5  days. 

The  two  general  categories  of 
alternative  work  schedules  are  flexible 
and  compi-essed  workweeks.  /.  flexible 
schedule  allows  an  employee  to  vary, 
within  constraints  set  by  the 
organization,  the  times  he  or  she  reports 
for  duty  and  departs  fi'om  work.  A 
compressed  workweek  is  one  which 
compresses  the  40-hour  workweek  into 
less  than  5  days,  or  alternatively  the  80- 
hour  biweekly  pay  period  into  less  than 
10  working  days.  The  most  common 
compressed  workweek  has  four,  10-hour 
days. 

In  1967,  Messerschmitt-Boelkow- 
Blohm,  an  aerospace  company  in 
Munich,  West  Germany,  became  the 
first  major  industrial  plant  in  the  world 
to  adopt  a  flexible  working  hours 
arrangement  for  its  2,000  employees.  The 
impetus  behind  this  first  experiment 
with  flexitime  was  the  severe  traffic 
bottleneck  around  the  factory,  caused 
by  several  thousand  workers  all  starting 
and  leaving  work  at  the  same  time. 

Within  15  months  the  experiment  was 
judged  a  success,  and  flexitime  was 
made  permanent.  At  first  slowly,  and 
then  later  at  an  increasing  pace,  other 
European  business  firms  began  trying  a 
variety  of  scheduling  arrangements 
involving  flexible  hours. 

Although  first  introduced  in  the 
United  States  in  1971,  by  1977  there 
were  an  estimated  2.5  to  3.5  million 
employees  (approximately  6  percent  of 
the  working  population]  on  flexible 
schedules,  not  counting  those 
professionals,  managers,  salespeople, 
and  self-employed  workers  who  had 
long  set  their  own  work  schedules. 
Additionally,  there  were  2.1  million 
American  workers  on  compressed 
workweeks  In  1977. 

In  a  recent  review  of  the  empirical 
literature  on  flexible  hours, 

Golembiewski  and  Proehl  (Robert  I. 
Golembiewski  and  Carl  W.  Proehl,  ]r., 

“A  Survey  of  the  Empirical  Literature  on 
Flexible  Workhours:  Character  and 
Consequences  of  a  Major  Innovation," 
Academy  of  Management  Review, 
October  1978,  pp.  837-853]  found  ffiat 
there  is  widespread  interest  in  and 
enthusiasm  for  these  schedules  even 
though  an  empirical  basis  for  adopting 
them  is,  for  the  most  part,  lacking. 
Hitherto,  there  has  not  been  sufficient 
study,  either  in  numbers  or  in  rigor,  to 
attribute  specific  differences  in  results 
to  various  ways  of  structiuing  or 


administering  such  schedules.  Few 
studies  used  control  or  comparisra 
groups:  few  provided  a  lon^dinal 
perspective  or  any  sort  of  statistical 
treatment.  Another  deficiency  of 
previous  studies  is  that  most  of  these 
studies  were  conducted  in  clerical, 
white-collar  contexts.  Furthermore, 
these  studies  tended  to  overlook  the 
impact  of  alternative  work  schedules  on 
perfonnance  and  productivity.  Finally, 
past  studies  have  not  been  sophisticated 
enough  to  take  into  account  the 
variability  that  may  result  fitun  the 
differences  between  union  and  non¬ 
union  settings. 

In  siunmary,  previous  studies  on 
alternative  work  schedules  have  been 
narrow  and  limited.  In  addition  to  the 
deficiencies  discussed  above,  they  have 
tended  to  focus  largely  on  employees' 
attitudes  about  such  schedules  and  on 
macro-behavioral  variables,  such  as 
effects  on  the  use  of  vacation  time  and 
on  tardiness.  Conversely,  they  have  paid 
little  attention  to  managers'  attitudes 
and  changes  in  these  attitudes  as 
affected  by  such  schedules. 

B.  Pub.  L  95-390 

The  President  and  the  Congress  have 
found  the  evidence  on  alternative  work 
schedules  to  be  sufficiently  encouraging 
to  warrant  the  enactment  of  the  Federal 
Employees  Flexible  and  Compressed 
Work  Schedules  Act  of  1978.  Pub.  L  95- 
390  mandates  a  3-year  period  of 
controlled  experimentation  with  the  use 
of  flexible  and  compressed  work 
schedules  for  employees  of  agencies  in 
the  executive  branch  of  the  United 
States  Government.  The  purpose  of  the 
experimentation  is  to  determine  the 
impacts — both  positive  and  negative — 
which  these  alternatives  to  traditional 
work  schedules  may  have  on:  (1) 
Efficiency  of  Government  operations;  (2) 
service  to  the  public;  (3)  mass  transit 
facilities;  (4)  energy  consumption;  (5) 
increased  job  opportunities;  and  (6)  the 
quality  of  life  for  individuals  and 
families. 

Hie  experimentation  is  made  possible 
by  the  temporary  modification  of  certain 
premium  pay  and  scheduling  provisions 
of:  (1)  Title  5,  United  States  Code,  and 
(2)  the  overtime  pay  provisions  of  the 
Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  (FLSA).  Hiese 
modificaticms  are  applicable  only  to 
those  agencies  or  work  units 
participating  in  a  test  program;  all 
permanent  provisions  of 'Htle  5  and  the 
FLSA  remain  in  effect  for 
nbnparticipating  agency  activities  and 
employees. 

I^b.  L  95-390  further  requires  that  the 
OFM  develop  and  conduct  an 
experimental  program  of  sufficient  depth 
and  diversity  to: 
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*  *  *  provide  an  adequate  basis  on  which 
to  evaluate  the  effectiveness  and  desirability 
of  permanently  maintaining  flexible  or 
compressed  work  schedules  within  the 
executive  branch.  (Section  4(a}(l]  of  Pub.  L 
95-390). 

II.  Research  Questions 

This  section  presents  the  research 
questions  which  the  program  will 
address  in  order  to  carry  out  the 
required  evaluation  of  the  impact  of 
"alternative  work  schedules  on  the 
Federal  work  force. 

While  few  previous  studies  have 
systematically  examined  the  effects  of 
alternative  work  schedules,  there  have 
been  a  sufficient  number  of  studies,  and 
the  pattern  of  results  has  been 
consistent  enough  to  suggest  a  set  of 
variables  for  the  present  research 
project 

General  systems  theory  provides  a 
heuristic  model  for  examining  the 
interrelationships  among  the  variables. 
Variables  may  be  classified  into  one  of 
three  types:  Input  process,  and  output. 

A  model  for  the  present  project  is  shown 
in  Figure  1.  Input  variables  are  those 
factors  which  are  outside  the  direct 
control  of  the  work  unit  i.e.,  they  are 
inputs  to  the  work  unit  In  the  present 
project  such  variables  as  mission, 
location  and  work  schedule  are 
examples  of  inputs.  Process  variables 
are  those  variables  which  are  internal  to 
the  work  unit  and  affect  the  functioning 
of  the  work  unit  te.,  the  organizational 
climate,  the  implementation  of  the 
alternative  work  schedule,  and  the 
supervisor’s  behavior.  The  outputs  are 
the  end  products,  the  results  of  the  work 
unit’s  activities.  In  the  model  presented 
in  Figure  1,  the  six  impact  areas 
specified  in  Pub.  L  95-390  are 
conceptualized  as  the  outputs. 

Figure  1 

Input 

Alternative  Work  Schedule 
Flextime 

Compressed  workweek 
Organizational  Characteristics  , 
Geographic  location 
Size  of  work  unit 

Function  and  technology  of  work  unit 
Presence  or  absence  of  bargaining  unit 
Transportation  facilities 
Workers’  characteristics 
Labor  market  conditions 

Process 

Organizational  Climate 
Supervisor  Behavior 
Job  Satisfaction 
Implementation  of  AWS 
■Abuses  of  System 
Scheduling 

Output 

Efficiency  of  Government  Operations 
Mass  Transit  and  Traffic 


Energy  Consumption 
Service  to  Public 
Employment  Opportunities 
Quality  of  Life 

'The  general  systems  model  suggests 
that  there  is  no  simple  single  answer  to 
the  question,  “What  is  the  effect  of 
alternative  work  schedule  XT'  The 
variables  are  all  highly  interactive,  and 
the  effects  of  a  given  schedule  will  be 
influenced,  or  moderated,  by  the  speciffc 
inputs  and  processes  operating  in  the 
system.  For  this  reason,  a  series  of 
research  questions  has  been  formulated 
for  the  present  evaluation  of  alternative 
work  schedules  in  Federal  agencies.  The 
specific  research  questions  intended  to 
address  the  six  impact  areas  are  listed 
below. 

A.  Efficiency  of  Government  Operations 

1.  What  changes  occur  in  mission 
accomplishment  and  work  unit  costs? 

2.  How  are  management  tasks 
affected?  What  problems  develop  and 
how  are  they  solved? 

3.  What  are  the  effects  on 
organizational  climate  resulting  firom 
AWS? 

4.  Are  efficiency  and  productivity 
affected  by  the  type  of  AWS  used? 

B.  Mass  Transit  Facilities  and  Traffic 

1.  Is  there  a  transportation  advantage 
from  AWS  for  either  individuals  or 
public  transit  authorities? 

2.  What  effects  do  AWS  have  on  the 
choice  of  commuters’  transportation  and 
on  commuting  time? 

3.  What  are  the  effects  on  car  pools 
and  van  pool  programs? 

4.  What  is  the  effect  on  rush  hour 
congestion? 

5.  Is  there  a  change  in  recreational 
travel? 

C.  Levels  of  Energy  Consumption 

1.  Do  energy  savings  result  from  the 
effects  of  AWS  on  transportation? 

2.  Is  there  an  increase  in  energy 
consiunption  from  building  and 
equipment  use  as  a  result  of  AWS? 

3.  What  is  the  net  energy  impact  of 
AWS  fi'om  transportation  and  building 
consumption  effects? 

D.  Service  to  the  Public 

1.  Is  service  to  the  public  increased  or 
decreased  in  quality  or  quantity? 

2.  To  what  extent  is  the  change  in . 
service  affected  by  the  AWS,  woik 
imit’s  function,  size  or  location? 

E.  Opportunities  for  Full-time  and  Part- 
time  Employment 

1.  What  are  the  labor  supply  effects  of 
AWS? 

2.  Will  there  be  new  labor  force 
entrants? 


3.  Is  there  a  shift  from  part-time  to 
full-time  employment? 

4.  Does  mooidighting  increase? 

5.  What  types  of  jobs  are  best  suited 
for  AWS? 

6.  How  do  AWS  affect  the 
employment  opportunities  for  women 
and  for  the  handicapped? 

F.  Quality  of  Life  for  Individuals  and 
Families 

1.  How  is  the  quality  of  work  life 
affected? 

2.  How  is  the  quality  of  personal  and 
non-woik  life  affected? 

3.  Do  social,  educational,  or  civic 
activities  change? 

4.  Do  family  relationships  and  child 
care  change? 

5.  Do  the  effects  on  quality  of  life  vary 
with  the  AWS  used? 

in.  Conduct  of  the  Evaluation 

A.  Design 

The  effects  of  the  alternative  work 
schedules  on  the  impact  areas  will  be 
evaluated  by  four  tj^es  of  studies. 

These  are:  (1)  Narrative  evaluation 
reports  fit)m  each  experimenting 
organizations;  (2)  a  longitudinal  and 
cross-sectional  study  of  a  sample  of 
experimenting  work  units;  (3)  on-site 
studies  of  experimenting  organizations; 
and  (4)  a  special  study  on  the  net  energy 
impact  of  alternative  work  schedules. 

The  narrative  evaluation  reports  from 
each  experimenting  organization  will 
provide  an  overview  of  the  effects  of 
AWS.  Experimenting  organizations  will 
be  required  to  provide  basic  information 
about  their  AWS  experiment  and  report 
to  0PM  at  the  end  of  the  experimental 
period  providing  their  evaluation  in  the 
six  impact  areas.  These  reports  will  not 
be  required  for  organizations  selected  to 
participate  in  the  longitudinal  cross- 
sectional.  on-site  or  energy  (see  E2,  E3. 
and  E4)  studies. 

The  longitudinal  cross-sectional  study 
will  collect  both  objective  data  on  the 
functioning  of  the  work  unit  and 
subjective  attitudes  of  employees  on 
their  reactions  to  the  AWS.  It  will  be 
longitudinal  in  that  data  will  be 
collected  at  specified  times  in  the  same 
work  units  throughout  the  duration  of 
each  experiment  Data  will  be  cross- 
sectional  in  that  it  will  encompass  a 
variety  of  AWS  operating  in  a  diverse 
sampling  of  Federal  activities. 

The  longitudinal  cross-sectional  study 
will  collect  information  in  four  general 
areas:  (1)  Agency  characteristics  (2) 
diary  of  major  organizational  events  (3) 
additional  surveys  of  employees  in 
experimental  work  units  and  (4) 
objective  archival  data.  The  effects  upon 
the  various  impact  areas,  as  determined 
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by  statistical  analysis  of  the  data,  will 
be  correlated  with  the  various 
alternative  work  schedules  used.  Some 
effects  may  be  detectable  soon  after  the 
onset  of  the  experiment  (e.g.,  job 
satisfaction,  commuting  time,  ^ave 
usage):  others  may  take  longer  to  appear 
(e.g.,  himover,  changes  in  family  roles). 
Some  effects  may  initially  appear  and 
then  fade  away  (e.g.,  increased  morale 
and  supervision  problems).  The 
longitudinal  nature  of  the  study  will 
permit  the  tracking  of  these  various 
possibilities. 

The  on-site  studies  will  focus  upon  the 
six  impact  areas  listed  under  “Output” 
in  Figure  1.  They  will  attempt  to 
determine,  in  a  detailed  way,  the  effects 
of  alternative  work  schedules  upon 
organizations  which  are  considered 
representative  of  certain  types  of 
Federal  work  environments.  In  addition 
to  gathering  information  on  the  six 
impact  areas,  these  on-site  studies  will 
gather  information  that  is  pertinent  to 
the  successful  introduction  and 
administration  of  an  AWS  program  such 
as  the  degree  of  employee  involvement 
and  necessary  changes  in  time  and 
attendance  recordkeeping  required  for  a 
work  schedule  change. 

These  studies  will  be  tailored  to  fft  the 
struchu'e  and  function  of  the  particular 
organizations  selected  and  to  provide 
data  necessary  to  answer  particular 
research  questions. 

The  special  study  on  the  net  energy 
impact  of  AWS  wiU  provide  data  bodi 
on  the  effects  on  transportation  and  on 
building  operating  costs. 

The  four  types  of  studies  will  provide 
a  comprehensive  evaluation  of  the  AWS 
program.  The  narrative  reports  will 
provide  a  comprehensive  overview.  The 
longitudinal  cross-sectional  study  will 
allow  a  systematic  analysis  of  AWS. 

The  on-site  studies  will  enrich  the 
conclusions  of  the  analytic  and 
narrative  studies  and  provide  detail  on 
the  major  issues  in  implementing  an 
AWS.  Finally,  the  energy  study  will 
provide  data  in  an  area  of  increasing 
importance.  While  AWS  appear  to  hold 
much  promise  for  energy  conservation, 
little  is  currently  known  about  the 
specific  net  impact  on  energy 
consiimption'as  a  result  of  Aeir 
application  in  the  workplace. 

Specific  details  on  the  four  types  of 
studies  are  provided  in  the  Data 
Collection  and  Analytic  Methodology 
sections. 

The  0PM  will  provide  data  collection 
instruments,  assistance  to  organizations 
implementing  alternative  work 
schedules,  and  perform  data  analysis. 
Each  participathig  organization  will  be 
responsible  for  both  the  day-to-day 
management  of  the  experimental 


program  and  the  collection  of  required 
data.  Organizations  should  expect  to 
designate  one  or  more  individuals  to:  (1) 
Serve  as  the  principal  point  of  contact 
between  the  organization  and  0PM;  (2) 
carry  out  the  coordination,  planning, 
and  implementation  of  the 
organization’s  alternative  work 
schedules  experiment;  and  (3)  in  work 
units  selected  for  the  longitudinal  study, 
distribute  OPM  data  collection  forms 
and  instruments,  assure  adequate 
collection  of  baseline  and  follownip  data 
from  the  organization’s  records  and  from 
employee  surveys,  and  forward  the  raw 
data  to  OPM’s  research  staff  for 
analysis.  Ordinarily,  one  person  would 
have  responsibility  for  all  three  tasks 
and  functions,  but  in  larger 
organizations  these  functions  might  be 
accomplished  by  two  or  more  people. 

B.  Sample 

Any  agency  that  wishes  to  test  an 
alternative  work  schedule  may  do  so,  as 
long  as  it  abides  by  the  regulations 
prescribed  by  OPM  to  guide  the 
experimental  program.  Thus,  the  sample 
will  essentially  be  self-selected. 
However,  a  siifficient  number  of  diverse 
organizations  must  participate  in  the 
alternative  work  schedules  experimental 
program  for  the  report  to  have  any 
validity.  For  this  reason.  Public  Law  95- 
390  gives  OPM  authority  to  require 
selected  agencies  to  experiment  with 
certain  work  schedules.  However,  it  is 
not  anticipated  that  this  provision  will 
need  to  be  invoked. 

C.  Experimental  Control 

Due  to  the  diversity  and  complexity  of 
organizations  that  will  be  part  of  the 
research  project,  it  is  not  possible  to 
conduct  a  perfectly  controlled 
experiment.  However,  several 
procedures  will  be  used  to  increase 
confidence  in  inferences  made  fi'om  the 
data. 

Control  will  be  provided  by  data  fi'om 
two  of  the  evaluation  studies  of  the  Civil 
Service  Reform  Act  being  conducted  by 
the  OPM.  The  first  of  these  is  a  study  of 
productivity  in  the  Federal  sector.  The 
productivity  data  will  be  collected  on  an 
aggregated  basis  across  organizations. 
V\^e  these  data  will  not  allow  specific 
comparisons  with  the  experimental 
organizations,  they  will  provide  a  trend 
line  against  which  changes  in 
productivity  in  the  experimental 
organizations  can  be  compered.  In 
addition,  an  attitude  survey  of  20,000 
Federal  employees  will  be  conducted 
annually  during  the  time  period  of  the 
Alternative  Work  Schedules 
Experimental  Program.  This  survey 
contains  organizational  climate  scales  in 
common  with  the  employee  survey 


which  will  be  used  in  the  Alternative 
Work  Schedules  Experimental  Program. 
As  with  the  productivity  data,  these 
common  scales  will  provide  a  trend  line 
of  Federal  employees’  attitudes  toward 
the  work  place  for  comparison  with  the 
attitudes  of  employees  participating  in 
the  experiment.  The  nature  of  the 
longitudinal  design  makes  possible 
additional  control;  each  work  unit  will 
serve  as  its  own  control  to  determine 
changes  over  time. 

D.  Implementation 

1.  Technical  Assistance — (a) 
Orientation  sessions.  The  AWS  program 
staff  will  conduct  a  series  of  orientation 
meetings.  The  purposes  of  these 
meetings  will  be  to  confer  with  agency 
headquarters  officials,  as  well  as  others, 
on  plans  to  implement  Pub.  L.  95-390;  to 
brief  local  agency  and  union 
representatives  on  opportunities 
provided  by  the  legislation  and 
requirements  for  participation  in  the 
experimental  program;  and  to  hold 
planning  sessions  with  representatives 
of  agencies  and  unions  that  express  an 
early  interest  in  an  AWS  experiment. 

(b)  Consulting  services.  The  AWS 
research  and  implementation  staff  will 
be  available  throughout  the  life  of  the 
program  to  provide  telephone  consulting 
services  and  some  on-site  consultation, 
if  necessary.  OPM  regional  program 
staff  will  also  be  available  to  provide 
advice  and  consulting  services. 

(c)  Public  information  services. 

Central  office  staff  will  be  available  to 
speak  before  national  professional 
gatherings,  union  meetings,  conferences, 
or  similar  groups  which  desire 
information  about  the  experimental 
program.  They  will  also  contribute  to 
Government  or  other  publications  and 
respond  to  inquiries  from  the  press, 
researchers,  and  others  interested  in  the 
program. 

2.  Educational  Materials.  A  number  of 
educational  materials  are  available  from 
the  OPM. 

These  include: 

(a)  A  booklet  that  briefly  describes 
the  Alternative  Work  Schedules 
Program.  It  covers  the  legislative 
mandate,  the  research  plan,  and  the 
steps  to  be  taken  to  implement  the  non¬ 
research  aspects  of  this  mandate. 

(b)  A  slide  presentation  that  explains 
the  requirements  of  Pub.  L.  95-390,  the 
various  forms  of  flexible  and 
compressed  work  schedules  that  may  be 
tested  under  the  law  and  outlines 
experimental  agencies’  data  collection 
responsibilities. 

(c)  An  implementation  guide  that 
describes  a  process  agencies  may  follow 
in  planning  and  implementing  an 
alternative  work  schedule.  This  guide 
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emphasizes  joint  labor-management 
planning  for  the  experiment  and 
employee  participation  in  analyzing 
work  requirements  in  their  own  units  so 
that  they  may  have  input  into  the 
process  by  which  systems,  designed  to 
ensure  the  adequacy  of  the  woi^  force 
at  any  given  time,  are  formulated. 

3.  Regulations  and  Guidance. 
Regulations  for  the  Alternative  Work 
Schedules  Experimental  Program  are  in 
Part  620  of  the  OPM's  regulations  (title  5, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations).  These 
regulations  must  be  used  in  conjunction 
with  Pub.  L  95-390.  The  regulations  and 
additional  guidance  for  the 
administration  of  alternative  work 
schedule  experimental  programs  are 
provided  in  Book  620  of  Federal 
Personnel  Manual  Supplement  990-2. 

E.  Data  Collection  and  Reporting. 

1.  Narrative  Evaluation  Reports. 
Organizations  not  selected  to  participate 
in  Ae  longitudinal  cross-sectional,  on¬ 
site,  or  energy  studies  must  conduct  an 
evaluation  of  their  experiments  and 
report  the  result  directly  to  0PM  after  18 
months  of  experimentation,  or  by  May  1, 
1981,  whichever  date  occurs  Hrst.  The 
narrative  evaluation  report  must  include 
information  on  the  six  impact  areas 
identified  in  Pub.  L  95-390.  An  outline  of 
the  areas  to  be  addressed  in  this  report 
and  the  types  of  information  to  be 
covered  in  the  report  is  furnished  below. 
This  outline  will  be  followed  in 
preparing  the  report  to  provide 
maximum  compatibility  between  reports 
from  different  organizations.  The  report 
will  be  a  nonteclmical  summary 
assessment  of  the  experiment.  The 
summary  assessment  should  include  the 
results  of  any  internal  evaluation  efrorts. 
Both  management  and  local  labor 
unions  involved  in  the  experiment 
should  provide  input  to  the  development 
and  preparation  of  the  report.  More 
detailed  guidance  will  be  provided  on 
the  preparation  of  the  narrative  reports 
through  the  issuance  of  a  Federal 
Personnel  Manual  bulletin. 

a.  Organizational  characteristics.  The 
number  of  employees  in  the  experiment: 
the  pre-experimental  and  alternative 
work  schedules;  bargaining  unit  status; 
carpool,  van  pool,  and  parking  facilities; 
availability  of  public  transportation; 
description  of  the  major  activities  or 
services  of  the  experimenting  units  (e.g., 
clerical,  produce  goods,  public  service 
contact,  administrative  office,  or  staff 
function). 

b.  Efficiency  of  Government 
operations.  Conclusions  about  change'^ 
in  productivity,  sick  leave,  annual  leave 
and  leave  without  pay  usage, 
conclusions  about  changes  in  employee 


turnover,  number  of  overtime  hours,  job 
satisfaction,  and  morale. 

c.  Mass  transit  facilities,  and  traffic. 
Any  conclusions  on  changes  in 
commuting  habits  such  as  use  of  mass 
transit,  carpools,  and  private 
automobiles. 

d.  Levels  of  energy  consumption. 
Where  available,  note  changes  in  the 
amount  of  energy  used  in  the  building  as 
a  function  of  changed  operating  hours 
that  may  result  from  changes  in  work 
schedules. 

e.  Service  to  the  public.  Evaluation  of 
the  level  and  amount  of  service  to  the 
public  if  the  experimenting  organization 
provides  direct  public  service. 

f.  Increased  opportunities  for  full-time 
and  part-time  employment  Discerned 
changes  in  the  number  of  applicants  for 
jobs,  and  levels  of  part-time  employees. 

g.  Individuals  and  families  generally. 
Received  effects  of  AWS  on  family 
scheduling  of  child  care  and  household 
activities  and  employee  recreational 
activities. 

h.  Special  problems.  Special  problems 
which  developed  during  the  experiment 
such  as  a  large  number  of  requests  for 
exclusions  due  to  hardship  difficulties 
administering  pay  and  leave,  overtime 
or  manpower  problems  during  peak 
work  load  periods,  etc. 

2.  Longitudinal  Cross-Sectional  Study. 
A  sample  of  60  work  imits  will  be 
selected  by  OPM  to  be  part  of  the 
longitudinal  cross-sectional  study. 
Organizations  which  have  work  units 
selected  for  this  study  will  not  be 
required  to  submit  the  narrative 
evaluation  report 

The  selected  work  units  must  have  a 
reasonably  homogeneous  work 
technology  and  a  single  focus  of 
function  and  activity.  Typically,  such  a 
work  unit  will  be  headed  by  a 
supervisor  authorized  to  certify  time  and 
attendance  cards.  For  example,  a  work 
unit  for  purposes  of  this  project  might  be 
a  mail  room,  a  printing  plant  a  data 
processing  center,  a  claims  group,  or  a 
policy  group;  however,  all  employees  in 
a  work  unit  must  be  on  the  same  type  of 
schedule,  with  the  exception  of  those 
employees  excluded  because  of 
personal  hardship. 

The  experimental  design  for  the 
longitudinal  cross-sectional  study  is  a 
simple  one-way  classification  with  four 
types  of  sched^es. 

The  four  types  of  schedules  are  5-4/9 
and  4-day  week  compressed  schedules, 
flexible  schedules  that  allow  variability 
in  the  numbers  of  hours  worked  per  day, 
and  flexible  schedules  which  require 
employees  to  work  8  hours  per  day  (i.e., 
flexitime  as  allowed  under  permanent 
provisions  of  title  5).  Within  each  of  the 
four  types.  15  woiic  units  will  be 


selected  representing  a  variety  of  sizes, 
locations,  and  functions.  However,  for 
purposes  of  analysis,  these  variables 
will  not  be  included  since  there  will  be 
too  few  cases  to  create  a  complete 
factorial  design. 

Data  will  be  collected  by  each 
organization,  using  the  forms  and 
surveys  provided  by  OPM.  OI^  will 
also  provide  guidance  and  advice  on 
establishing  data  collection  procedures. 
The  raw  unanalyzed  data  will  be 
forwarded  to  OPM  for  all  data  reduction 
and  analysis.  All  data  collected  will  be 
treated  in  a  confidential  manner;  no 
individuals  will  be  identified.  The 
results  of  the  experiment  will  be 
reported  as  scores  aggregated  across 
work  units  and  organizations. 
Organizations  which  terminate  the 
experiment  prior  to  the  end  of  the 
experimental  period  will  provide  OPM 
with  data  on  ^e  reasons  for  termination 
as  well  as  other  data  which  may  be 
required. 

The  following  types  of  data  will  be 
collected  fi*om  work  units  selected  for 
the  longitudinal  cross-sectional  study. 

(a)  Organizational/Work  Unit 
Characteristics.  Descriptive  information 
to  be  collected  prior  to  the  onset  of  an 
experiment  will  include: 

— Number  of  employees  in 
experimental  woiic  unit  by  age,  sex, 
grade 

— Location  of  work  unit 
— ^Preexperimental  work  schedule  and 
alternative  wbrk  schedule  planned 
— Major  activities  or  services  of 
experimental  work  units  (e.g.,  clericnl, 
produce  goods,  customer  contact,  office 
or  plant  function) 

— Work  technology  (e.g.,  machine- 
paced  vs.  worker-paced  jobs, 
autonomous  vs.  interdependent  job. 
nature  of  supervision  and 
communication) 

— Bargaining  unit  status 
— Car  pool  programs,  van  pool 
programs,  parking  facilities,  availability 
of  public  transportation  to  organization 
(b)  Longitudinal  Archival  Data. 
Organizations  should  obtain  as  much  of 
the  longitudinal  data  as  possible 
retrospectively  fi^m  existing  records  for 
the  12-month  period  preceding  the  start 
of  the  experiment  Data  collection 
procedures  should  be  established  to 
record  required  information  during  the 
18-month  experimental  period  which  is 
not  routinely  maintained.  Data  collected 
will  include  the  following: 

— Productivity  measures,  if  any, 
currently  utilized  by  the  organization 
— ^Tiunover 

— Sick  leave,  annual  leave,  and  leave 
without  pay  usage  (total  number  of 
hours  per  month  and  number  of 
incidents  of  leave  use  per  month) 
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— Number  of  authorized  overtime 
hours 

— Part-time/full-time  employee  ratio 
— ^Accident  rates 

(c)  Employee  Survey.  Some  attitudinal 
data  and  information  can  be  collected 
only  from  surveys  of  employees  in  the 
experimental  work  units  (e.g., 
commuting  habits).  Four  surveys  of 
employees  will  be  conducted.  These 
surveys  will  take  approximately  45 
minutes  to  complete  and  will  be 
collected  at  the  start  of  the  experimental 
period,  and  3  months,  12  months,  and  18 
months  into  the  experimental  period. 

The  surveys  will  collect  data  on  the 
following  areas: 

—Organizational  climate  and  quality 
of  working  life 
— Commuting  habits 
— ^Impact  on  family  and  personal  life 
— ^Job  performance 
— ^lob  satisfaction 
— Time  utilization 
— AWS  utilization 
— Perceived  abuses  of  system 
— Supervisor's  functions 
— Scheduling 

— ^Recreational  travel  habits 

(d)  Diary  of  Significant  Events.  The 
local  Project  Director  will  be  required  to 
keep  a  diary  of  significant  events  within 
the  organization  which  might  have  an 
impact  on  the  effects  of  AWS.  Examples 
of  such  events  might  include  a  move  to  a 
new  building,  a  flu  epidemic,  a  change  in 
supervisors  (including  top  level 
management],  changes  in  work  flow, 
major  snow  storms,  reorganization,  or  a 
critical  energy  shortage. 

3.  On-site  Studies.  Because  certain, 
limited  types  of  data  may  be  difficult  to 
obtain  on  an  overall,  cross-sectional 
basis,  and  because  some  results  may  be 
manifest  only  in  the  presence  of  special 
factors,  some  effects  of  the  use  of 
alternative  work  schedules  can  be 
determined  only  through  on-site  studies. 
The  on-site  studies  will  serve  to 
supplement  the  narrative  reports  and  the 
longitudinal  cross-sectional  study  and 
provide  additional  explanatory  detail  in 
the  final  report.  They  will  have  more 
intensive  data  collection,  and/or  they 
will  utilize  controlled  experimental  or 
quasi-experimental  designs.  OPM  will 
select  6-10  experimenting  organizations 
for  on-site  studies.  These  organizations 
will  not  be  required  to  submit  the 
narrative  evaluation  report.  The  on-site 
studies  will  be  conducted  by  the  AWS 
research  staff  and  will  be  tailored  to  the 
specified  organization  to  provide 
information  on  the  six  impact  areas  of 
Pub.  L  95-390  as  well  as  to  identify  the 
problems  and  benefits  involved  in 
planning,  implementing,  and  functioning 
under  an  AWS.  The  purpose  of  the  on¬ 
site  studies  is  to  obtain  information  on 
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AWS  and  not  to  evaulate  the 
effectiveness  of  a  specific  organization 
in  conducting  its  AWS  experiment. 

Data  collection  methods  for  the  on¬ 
site  studies  will  include  interviews  of 
employees,  supervisors,  and  managers; 
surveys  of  samples  of  employees;  and 
collection  of  some  organizational  data 
such  as  productivity  measures,  type  and 
number  of  public  service  contacts,  etc. 
An  initial  planning  meeting  will  be  held 
of  OPM  staff  and  management  of  the 
selected  organizations  to  discuss 
specific  plans  for  the  on-site  study.  OPM 
staff  will  then  make  three  or  four  on-site 
visits  to  conduct  interviews  and  collect 
data  during  the  18-month  experimental 
period. 

4.  Energy  Study.  A  special  study  will 
be  conducted  on  the  net  energy  impact 
of  AWS.  This  study  will  examine 
changes  in  usage  of  public  and  private 
transportation  for  commuting  as  well  as 
for  recreational  travel.  This  will  be 
accomplished  by  using  a  survey  and 
travel  diary  frnm  a  sample  of  employees 
in  experimenting  organizations.  In 
addition,  data  on  changes  in  building 
energy  consumption  will  be  collected 
using  data  from  specific  buildings  as 
well  as  computer  models  of  building 
energy  utilization.  The  net  energy 
impact  will  then  be  analyzed  from  data 
obtained  &t)m  these  two  sources — 
buildings  and  transportation. 
Organizations  selected  for  the  building 
and/or  transportation  segments  of  the 
energy  study  will  be  notified  by  OPM. 

F.  Analytic  Methodology 

This  section  provides  an  overview  of 
the  strategies  and  techniques  which  will 
be  used  for  statistical  analysis  of  the 
data  collected.  The  purpose  of  any 
process  of  data  analysis  is  to  condense 
information  contained  in  the  body  of 
data  into  a  form  which  can  be 
comprehended  and  interpreted.  This  is 
particularly  critical  to  the  AWS  project, 
since  the  purpose  of  the  research  is  to 
provide  a  basis  for  policy  decisions  and 
legislative  action. 

Sometimes  this  analytic  process  is 
simply  used  to  describe  a  body  of 
empirical  data.  In  the  present  project,  it 
is  important  to  go  beyond  that  and 
search  for  meaningful  patterns  of 
relationships  among  sets  of  variables, 
that  is,  to  build  a  comprehensive  picture 
of  the  impact  of  AWS  on  the  Federal 
work  force. 

The  narrative  evaluation  reports  and 
on-site  studies  will  be  analyzed  to 
identify  general  trends  in  the  results  of  a 
wide  variety  of  experimenting 
organizations.  While  this  analysis  will 
not  be  quantitative  in  nature,  it  will 
allow  general  conclusions  and  provide 
enriching  detail  to  the  quantitative 
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analysis  of  the  longitudinal  cross- 
sectional  study. 

Three  types  of  statistical  procedures 
will  be  used  to  analyze  the  data 
collected  in  the  longitudinal,  cross- 
sectional  study.  They  are  descriptive 
statistics,  trend  analysis,  and  analysis  of 
variance. 

The  descriptive  analysis  of  the  data 
will  examine  the  characteristics  of  the 
distribution  of  each  of  the  independent 
and  dependent  variables  under 
investigation.  This  will  be  acccunplished 
by  using  measures  of  central  tendency 
(e.g.,  mean,  median]  and  distributions 
and  frequencies,  such  as  the  cross¬ 
tabulation  of  two  variables.  Proportions 
will  be  used  to  describe  the  data  for 
discrete  category  variables. 

A  second  type  of  analysis,  trend 
analysis,  will  consist  of  plotting  the  data 
points  of  relevant  variables  over  the 
time  period  of  the  experiment  and 
identifying  patterns  in  the  data.  Patterns 
which  mi^t  be  revealed  are  effects  of 
experience  with  AWS,  patterns  of  use 
which  vary  by  the  season  of  the  year, 
and  so  on. 

The  third  type  of  statistical  procedure 
to  be  used  is  analysis  of  variance. 
Analysis  of  variance  allows  the 
researcher  to  make  inferences  about  the 
effects  of  independent  variables  on 
dependent  variables.  Using  analysis  of 
variance,  it  will  be  possible  to  detect 
differences  in  the  various  dependent 
variables  as  a  result  of  the  different 
types  of  schedules. 

The  analytic  method  and  independent 
and  dependent  variables  are  given 
below  for  each  of  the  research 
questions. 

For  most  analyses,  the  level  of 
analysis  is  the  work  unit,  i.e.,  data  will 
be  aggregated  within  a  work  unit  and 
that  score  will  be  used  to  represent  the 
work  unit.  A  different  level  of  analysis 
will  be  used  in  dealing  with  the  areas 
indicated  below. 

1.  Efficiency  of  Government 
Operations,  (a]  What  changes  occur  in 
mission  accomplishment  and  work  unit 
costs? 

— ^Descriptive  statistics  and  trend 
analysis  of  productivity  measures, 
turnover  rates,  leave  usage,  accident 
rates  and  cost  data. 

(b]  How  are  management  tasks 
affected?  What  problems  develop  and 
how  are  they  solved? 

— ^Descriptive  statistics  and  trend 
analysis  of  survey  data,  analysis  of 
diaries. 

(c]  What  are  the  effects  on 
organizational  climate  resulting  from 
AWS? 

— ^Analysis  of  variance  of  change 
scores  for  organizational  climate  and 
job  satisfaction. 
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— Descriptive  statistics  and  trend 
analysis  of  organizational  climate. 

(d)  Are  efficiency  and  productivity 
affected  by  the  type  of  AWS  used? 

— ^Descriptive  statistics  of  efficiency 
and  productivity  measures  as  a  function 
of  (ij  work  schedule,  (2]  work  unit 
technology,  and  (3)  work  force 
characteristics. 

— Analysis  of  variance  of  outcome 
measures  by  work  schedule. 

2.  Mass  Transit  Facilities  and  Traffic. 

(a)  Is  there  a  transportation  advantage 
from  AWS  for  either  individuals  or 
public  transit  authorities? 

— Analysis  of  special  study  on  energy. 

— Descriptive  statistics  of  survey  data 
on  commuting  habits.  (Level  of  analysis: 
Individual] 

(b)  What  effects  do  AWS  have  on 
choice  of  commuting  transportation  and 
on  commuting  time? 

— ^Descriptive  statistics  of  survey  data 
on  commuting  habits  as  a  function  of 
AWS  and  organizational  characteristics. 
(Level  of  analysis:  Individual) 

3.  Levels  of  Energy  Consumption,  (a) 
Are  there  energy  savings  from 
transportation  effects  of  AWS? 

' — ^Analysis  of  variance  on  amount  and 
frequency  of  automobile  usage. 

(b)  Is  there  an  increase  in  energy 
consumption  from  building  and 
equipment  use  as  a  result  of  AWS? 

— Analysis  of  special  study  on  energy 
consumption. 

(c)  What  is  the  net  energy  impact  of 
AWS  from  transportation  (a,  above]  and 
building  (b,  above]  effects? 

— Projections  of  the  energy  costs  and 
savings  as  a  function  of  a  particular 
AWS,  and  organization  characteristics 
(particularly  geographic  location  and 
technology]. 

4.  Service  to  the  Public,  (a]  Is  service 
to  the  public  increased  or  decreased  in 
quality  or  quantity?  How  much  is  the 
gain  or  loss  worth? 

— Analysis  of  on-site  study  data  on 
quality  of  customer  service. 

(b]  How  much  is  the  change  in  service 
affected  by  the  AWS,  work  unit’s 
function,  size,  or  location? 

— Descriptive  statistics  of  level  of 
customer  service  as  a  fimction  of  AWS, 
work  unit  function,  size,  and  location. 

5.  Opportunities  for  Pull-time  and 
Part-time  Employment,  (a)  What  are  the 
labor  supply  effects  of  AWS? 

— Descriptives  statistics  of  secondary 
data  from  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics. 

(b]  Will  there  be  new  labor  force 
entrants? 

— Descriptive  statistics  of  secondary 
data  from  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics. 

(c]  Is  there  a  shift  from  part-time  to 
full-time  employment? 


— ^Trend,  analysis  of  part-time/full¬ 
time  employee  ratio  as  a  function  of 
AWS. 

(d]  Does  moonlighting  increase? 

— ^Descriptive  statistics  of  survey  data 
on  moonli^ting.  (Level  of  analysis: 
Individual] 

— ^Trend  analysis  of  survey  data  as  a 
function  of  AWS. 

(e]  What  types  of  jobs  are  best  suited 
for  AWS? 

— Descriptive  statistics  of  job 
characteristics  by  AWS,  where  outcome 
measures  (e.g.,  productivity,  leave 
usage,  etc.]  and  employee  satisfaction 
are  chief  variables. 

(f]  How  do  AWS  affect  the 
employment  opportunities  for  women 
and  the  handicapped? 

^ — Descriptive  statistics  of  employment 
and  turnover  rates  by  sex  and  by 
physical  and  mental  handicap. 

— ^Descriptive  statistics  of  survey  data 
on  utilization  of  AWS,  and  attitudes 
toward  AWS  by  sex  and  by  physical 
and  mental  handicap. 

6.  Quality  of  Life  for  Individuals  and 
Families,  (a]  How  is  the  quality  of  work 
life  affected?  What  feahires  of  work  life 
are  affected? 

— Descriptive  statistics  and  trend 
analysis  of  survey  data  on 
organizational  climate,  job  satisfaction 
and  performance.  (Level  of  analysis: 
Individual] 

(b]  How  is  the  quality  of  personal  and 
non-work  life  affected? 

— ^Descriptive  statistics  and  trend 
analysis  of  survey  data  on  impact  on 
family  and  personal  life. 

(c]  Do  social,  educational,  or  civic 
activities  change? 

— Descriptive  statistics  and  trend 
analysis  of  survey  data  on  impact  on 
family  and  personal  life. 

(d]  Do  family  relationships  and  child 
care  patterns  change? 

— Descriptive  statistics  and  trend 
analysis  of  survey  data  on  impact  on 
family  and  personal  life. 

(e]  Do  the  effects  on  quality  of  life 
vary  with  the  AWS  used? 

— ^Analysis  of  variance  with  quality  of 
life  factors  as  dependent  variables. 

G.  Reports 

As  required  by  Pub.  L  95-390,  an 
interim  report  containing 
recommendations  pertaining  to  the 
legislative  or  administrative  action,  if 
any,  which  should  be  taken  as  a  result 
of  the  AWS  Experimental  Program  will 
be  completed  by  September  29, 1981.  A 
Bnal  report  summarizing  the  results  of 
the  AWS  Experimental  Program  will  be 
prepared  by  the  0PM  and  submitted  to 
the  President,  the  Speaker  of  the  House, 
and  the  President  pro  tempore  of  the 
Senate  by  March  29, 1982. 


Office  of  Personnel  Management 
Beverly  M.  Jones, 

Issuance  System  Manager. 

Accordingly,  OPM  is  amending  5  CFR 
Part  620  as  follows: 

(1]  The  reserved  Appendix  A  is 
revoked. 

(2]  The  interim  Master  Plan  is 
revoked. 

(Pub.  L  95-390,  Titles  I  and  II  and 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  2  of  1978,  Sec.  102] 

(FRDoc.  SO-TSSl  Filed  S-13-80;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

7  CFR  Part  910 

[Lemon  Regulation  243] 

Lemons  Grown  in  Caiifornia  and 
Arizona;  Limitation  of  Handiing 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 
USDA. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  regulation  establishes 
the  quantity  of  fresh  Califomia-Arizona 
lemons  that  may  be  shipped  to  market 
during  the  period  March  16-22, 1980. 
Such  action  is  needed  to  provide  for 
orderly  marketing  of  fresh  lemons  for 
this  period  due  to  the  marketing 
situation  confronting  the  lemon  industry. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  16, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Malvin  E.  McGaha,  202-447-5975. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Findings. 
This  regulation  is  issued  under  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
910],  regulating  the  handling  of  lemons 
grown  in  Califorrua  and  Arizona.  The 
agreement  and  order  are  effective  imder 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674].  The  actioh  is  based  upon  the 
recommendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Lemon  Administrative 
Committee,  and  upon  other  information. 
It  is  hereby  found  that  this  action  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

This  action  is  consistent  with  the 
marketing  policy  for  1979-80  which  was 
designated  signihcant  under  the 
procedures  of  Executive  Order  12044. 

The  marketing  policy  was  reconunended 
by  the  committee  following  discussion 
at  a  public  meeting  on  July  31, 1979.  A 
Hnal  impact  analysis  on  the  marketing 
policy  is  available  from  Malvin  E. 
McGaha,  Chief,  Fruit  Branch,  F&V, 

AMS,  USDA,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
telephone  202-447-5975. 
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The  committee  met  again  publicly  on 
March  11, 1980,  at  Los  Angeles, 
California,  to  consider  the  current  and 
prospective  conditions  of  supply  and 
demand  and  recommended  a  qu’^ntity  of 
lemons  deemed  advisable  to  be  handled 
during  the  specified  week.  The 
committee  reports  the  demand  for 
lemons  has  improved. 

It  is  further  foimd  that  there  is 
insufficient  time  between  the  date  when 
information  became  available  upon 
which  this  regulation  is  based  and  when 
the  action  must  be  taken  to  warrant  a  60 
day  comment  period  as  recommended  in 
E.0. 12044,  and  that  it  is  impracticable 
and  contrary  to  the  public  interest  to 
give  preliminary  notice,  engage  in  public 
ralemaking,  and  postpone  the  effective 
date  until  30  days  after  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C.  553).  It  is 
necessary  to  effectuate  the  declared 
purposes  of  the  act  to  make  these 
regulatory  provisions  effective  as 
specified,  and  handlers  have  been 
apprised  of  such  provisions  and  the 
effective  time. 

§  910.543  Lemon  Regulation  243. 

Order,  (a)  The  quantity  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona  which 
may  be  handled  diiring  the  period  March 
16, 1980,  through  March  22, 1980,  is 
established  at  240,000  cartons. 

(b)  As  used  in  this  section,  "handled” 
and  “carton(s)”  mean  the  same  as 
defined  in  the  marketing  order. 

(Secs.  1-19, 48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C 
601-674) 

Dated:  March  12, 1980. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 

Acting  Director.  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  80-6162  FUed  3-13-80;  11:36  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3410-42-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Immigration  and  Naturaiizatlon 
Service 

8  CFR  Part  235 

Eiimination  of  Mandatory  Interview 
Requirement  for  Certain  Applicants  for 
U.S.  Citizen  Identification  Cards 

agency:  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service,  Justice. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  final  rule  amends  the 
regtdations  of  the  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service  to  delete  the 
mandatory  requirement  for  an  interview 
of  an  appUcant  for  a  U.S.  citizen 
identification  card  where  the  application 
is  supported  by  a  Certificate  of 


Naturalization  or  a  Certificate  of 
Citizenship.  The  rule  will  be  further 
amended  to  provide  that  the 
requirement  for  an  interview  is 
discretionary  with  the  district  director. 
These  amendments  are  necessary  to 
facilitate  the  issuance  of  U.S.  citizen 
identification  cards  and  intended  to 
reduce  inconvenience  and  need  to  travel 
by  the  applicant,  and  to  reduce  the 
amount  of  work  which  must  be  done  by 
the  Service  to  adjudicate  these 
applications. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  14, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

For  General  Information 

Stanley  J.  Kieszkiel,  Acting 
Instructions,  Officer,  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service,  425  Eye  Street, 
N.W..  Washington,  DC  20536. 

Telephone:  (202)  633-3048. 

For  Specific  Information 

Roger  J.  Lucas,  Immigration  Examiner. 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service, 
425  Eye  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC 
20536.  Telephone:  (202)  633-3946. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
final  rulemaking  order  amends  8  CFR 
235.10(c)  respecting  the  submission  of 
applications  for  United  States  citizen 
identification  cards. 

The  existing  regulation  provides  that 
all  applicants  for  U.S.  citizen 
identification  cards  shall  appear  in 
person  before  an  immigration  officer  in 
the  United  States  for  examination  under 
oath  or  affirmation  upon  the  application. 

The  amendment  to  this  regulation  will 
eliminate  the  mandatory  interview 
requirement  under  certain 
circumstances.  The  amended  regulation 
will  provide  that  an  interview  shall  not 
normally  be  required  where  the 
applicant  submits  a  Certificate  of 
Naturalization  or  Citizenship  in  support 
of  his  application.  The  regulation  will  be 
further  amended  to  provide  that  the 
district  director  may,  in  his  discretion, 
require  an  interview  of  any  applicant  for 
a  United  States  citizen  identification 
card. 

These  amendments  will  facilitate  the 
issuance  of  U.S.  citizen  identification 
cards  to  those  applicants  whose 
applications  are  supported  by 
Certificates  of  Naturalization  or 
Citizenship  because  they  will  not  have 
to  travel  to  the  Service  office  for  the 
interview  unless  specifically  required  to 
do  so.  Omitting  the  mandatory  interview 
requirement  in  these  cases  will  also 
reduce  the  workload  of  the  Service  in 
adjudicating  these  applications  because 
it  will  generally  be  possible  to 
adjudicate  them  on  the  basis  of  the 


application  and  documents  submitted  by 
mail. 

In  the  light  of  the  foregoing,  the 
following  amendments  are  hereby 
prescribed  to  Chapter  1  of  Title  8  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations: 

PART  235— INSPECTION  OF  PERSONS 
APPLYING  FOR  ADMISSION 

In  Part  235,  §  235.10(c)  is  revised  by 
adding  two  new  sentences  between  the 
existing  first  and  second  sentences  and 
by  revising  the  existing  second  sentence. 
As  revised,  §  235.10(c)  reads  as  follows: 

§235.10  U.S.  Citizen  Ictentmcation  Card. 
***** 

(c)  Application.  An  application  for  an 
identification  card  shall  be  made  on 
Form  1-196,  accompanied  by  the  fee 
required  under  §  103.7  of  this  chapter 
and  one  photograph  iVs  inches  by  iVii 
inches,  and  evidence  of  his  birth  in  the 
United  States  or.  in  the  case  of  a  United 
States  citizen  who  was  not  bom  in  the 
United  States,  a  certificate  of 
naturalization  or  citizenship.  An 
interview  shall  not  normally  be  required 
of  an  ^plicant  who  submits  as  evidence 
of  citizenship  a  certificate  of 
naturalization  or  citizenship.  However, 
the  district  director  may,  in  his 
discretion,  require  an  interview  of  any 
applicant  for  an  identification  card. 

When  any  applicant  is  notified  to  do  so, 
such  applicant,  and  his  parent  or 
guardian,  if  one  is  acting  in  his  behalf, 
shall  appear  in  person  before  an 
immigration  officer  in  the  United  States 
for  examination  under  oath  or 
affirmation  upon  the  application. 
***** 

(Sec.  103  and  235;  8  U.S.C.  1103  and 
1225) 

These  amendments  are  published 
pursuant  to  section  552  of  Title  5  of  the 
United  States  Code  (80  Stat.  383),  as 
amended  by  Pub.  L  93-502  (88  Stat 
1561),  and  ffie  authority  contained  in 
section  103  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act  (8  U.S.C  1103),  28  CFR 
0.105(b),  and  8  CFR  2.1.  Compliance  with 
the  provisions  of  section  553  of  Title  5  of 
the  United  States  Code  as  to  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  and  delayed 
effective  date  is  unnecessary  in  this 
instance  because  the  amendments 
contained  in  this  order  relate  to  agency 
procedure  and  relax  the  requirement  for 
a  mandatory  interview  of  all  applicants 
for  U.S.  citizen  identification  cards. 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  becomes 
effective  on  March  14, 1980. 
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Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

David  Crosland, 

Acting  Commissioner,  Immigration  and 
Naturalization. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7887  PUed  3-13-80;  &45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4410-10-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Social  Security  Administration 

20  CFR  Part  404 

Federal  Old-Age,  Survivors  and 
Disabiiity  insurance  Benefits;  Wage 
Credits  for  Veterans  and  Members  of 
the  Uniformed  Services 

agency:  Social  Security  Administration, 
HEW. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  These  final  regulations 
reorganize  and  restate  the  rules  in 
Subpart  N  of  20  CFR  Part  404  to  make 
them  clearer  and  easier  for  the  public  to 
use.  Generally,  Subpart  N  contains  the 
rules  on  wage  credits  for  veterans  and 
members  of  the  uniformed  services.  We 
provide  wage  credits  under  the  old-age, 
siuvivors,  and  disability  insurance 
programs  to  World  War  II  and  post- 
World  War  II  veterans  of  active  military 
or  naval  service'of  the  United  States,  to 
certain  veterans  who  served  in  the 
armed  forces  of  allied  countries  dining 
World  War  II,  and  to  members  of  the 
uniformed  services  who  served  on 
active  duty  after  1956.  In  addition,  this 
subpart  contains  the  rules  under  which 
certain  deceased  World  War  n  veterans 
are  considered  (deemed)  fully  insured. 
This  results  in  the  veterans’  survivors 
having  the  same  benefit  rights  as  if  the 
veterans  were  actually  fully  insured 
when  they  died.  We  have  clarified  our 
current  rules  and  provided  definitions 
but  made  no  basic  changes  in  those 
rules;  we  have  also  removed  outdated 
and  rarely  used  provisions. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  These  regulations  are 
effective  on  March  14, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mrs.  Vera  Schlosser,  4-H-lO,  West 
High-Rise  Building,  6401  Security 
Boulevard,  Baltimore,  Maryland  21235, 
301-594-7332. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  We  have 
recodified  this  subpart  as  part  of  HEW’s 
“Operation  Common  Sense,”  a 
Department-wide  effort  to  review, 
simplify,  and  reduce  HEW’s  rules.  We 
published  our  proposed  recodification  of 
Subpart  N  as  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
September  28, 1979  (44  FR  55899)  with  a 
60-day  comment  period.  No  comments 


were  received.  In  the  final  regulations, 
we  are  making  only  minor  editorial  and 
typographical  changes  in  the  proposed 
riiles. 

General 

The  final  regulations  make  many 
changes  in  the  way  we  state  these  rules, 
but  they  make  few  changes  in  the 
substance  of  the  prior  regulations.  The 
regulations  explain  that  we  provide 
noncontributory  wage  credits  to 
individuals  who  served  in  the  active 
military  or  naval  service  of  the  United 
States  during  the  World  War  n  or  post- 
World  War  II  period.  We  also  provide 
noncontributory  wage  credits  to  certain 
individuals  who  served  in  the  active 
military  or  naval  service  of  allied 
countries  during  World  War  II.  In 
addition,  individuals  get  wage  credits 
for  serving  on  active  duty  or  active  duty 
for  training  in  the  uniformed  services  of 
the  United  States  beginning  in  1957, 
when  services  as  members  of  the 
uniformed  services  were  first  covered 
for  social  security  purposes  on  a 
contributory  basis. 

Reorganizing  Sections 

We  changed  the  title  of  this  subpart  to 
more  accurately  reflect  the  content  and 
we  reorganized  the  sections  so  that  the 
sequence  is  more  logical.  We  added 
subtitles  to  highlight  important  rules  and 
to  make  them  easier  to  find.  We  also 
arranged  the  rules  in  outline  form  for  the 
convenience  of  the  user. 

Definitions 

We  added  a  new  section  (|  404.1302) 
to  define  terms  that  are  used  in  this 
subpart.  We  also  added  definitions  to 
certain  sections  where  they  specifically 
apply. 

Wage  Credits  for  World  War  11  Veterans 
and  Veterans  of  Post-World  War  n 
Service 

A  wage  credit  is  the  (deemed)  amount 
of  dollars  we  add  for  each  month  or  part 
of  a  month  the  veteran  was  in  the  active 
military  or  naval  service  of  the  United 
States  during  the  World  War  n  or  post- 
World  War  II  period  (§  404.1340).  These 
wage  credits  are  added  after  an  ' 
application  for  monthly  benefits  or  a 
lump-sum  death  payment  is  filed.  We 
use  these  wage  crests  when  they  result 
in  entitlement  to  a  monthly  benefit,  a 
higher  monthly  benefit  amount,  or  a 
lump-sum  death  payment.  They  are  also 
used  to  establish  a  period  of  disability. 
The  wage  credits  are  used  instead  of  the 
actual  amounts  earned  by  the  veteran 
while  in  the  active  military  or  naval 
service  because  those  earnings  were  not 
covered  for  social  security  purposes.  For 
purposes  of  these  regulations  the 


“World  War  II  period”  is  the  period 
September  16, 1940,  through  July  24,  * 

1947;  and  the  “post-World  War  II 
period”  is  the  period  July  25, 1947, 
through  December  31, 1956. 

We  discuss  in  §§  404.1310-404.1313 
who  may  qualify  as  a  World  War  n 
veteran,  how  we  determine  whether  the 
90-day  active  service  requirement  for  a 
World  War  II  veteran  is  met  what  we 
consider  to  be  World  War  n  active 
military  or  naval  service,  and  what  we 
do  not  consider  to  be  World  War  n 
active  military  or  naval  service.  In 
§  §  404.1320-404.1323  we  discuss  similar 
rules  that  apply  to  post-World  War  11 
veterans. 

There  are  circumstances  when  wage 
credits  cannot  be  granted  to  World  War 
n  or  post-World  War  II  veterans.  The 
limits  on  granting  wage  credits  and  the 
exceptions  to  the  limits  are  described  in 
§S  404.1342  and  404.1343. 

Wage  Credits  for  Members  of  the 
Uniformed  Services 

We  have  added  provisions  explaining 
that  individuals  also  get  wage  credits  for 
serving  on  active  duty  or  active  duty  for 
training  in  the  uniformed  services  of  the 
United  States  beginning  in  1957.  We 
refer  to  these  individuals  as  members  of 
the  uniformed  services.  We  discuss  in 
§  404.1330  who  may  qualify  as  a  member 
of  a  uniformed  service. 

Service  of  members  of  the  uniformed 
services  is  covered  for  social  security 
purposes.  These  individuals  get  wage 
credits  for  each  calendar  quarter  in  1957 
through  1977  or  for  each  calendar  year 
beginning  in  1978  for  active  duty  or 
active  duty  for  training  in  addition  to  the 
wages  they  were  paid  as  a  member  of  a 
uniformed  service.  The  amount  of  wage 
credits  they  get  is  based  on  the  wages 
they  are  paid  for  their  service.  The  rules 
are  described  in  §  404.1341. 

We  added  the  rules  on  members  of 
the  uniformed  services  to  this  subpart 
because  wage  credits  for  them  are  in 
several  respects  similar  to  those  given 
World  War  n  veterans  and  veterans  of 
post-World  War  n  service.  There  are, 
however,  some  differences.  For  instance. 
World  War  II  and  post-World  War  n 
veterans  receive  wage  credits  based  on 
the  length  of  active  military  or  naval 
service,  type  of  separation  from  active 
military  or  naval  service,  and  in  some 
cases  whether  the  veterans  are  receiving 
other  Federal  benefits  based  on  their 
active  military  or  naval  service. 
However,  members  of  the  uniformed 
services  receive  wage  credits  regardless 
of  length  of  service,  type  of  separation, 
or  receipt  of  other  Federal  benefits 
based  on  their  service  as  members  of 
the  uniformed  services. 
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Deemed  Insured  Status  Worid  W«  11 
Veterans 

Section  404.1350  explains  that  certain 
deceased  World  War  II  veterans  are 
considered  (deemed)  fully  insured.  This 
section  also  explains  how  we  compute 
benefits  for  their  survivors.  In  $  404.1351 
we  describe  when  deemed  insured 
status  does  not  apply. 

Effect  of  Other  Benefits  on  Payment  of 
Social  Security  Benefits  and  Payments 

When  social  security  benefits  are 
based  on  deemed  insured  status 
(§  404.1350]  for  a  World  War  II  veteran 
and  the  veteran’s  survivor  is  also 
eligible  for  compensation  or  a  pension 
fi’om  the  Veterans  Administration  (VA), 
this  may  result  in  an  erroneous  social 
security  payment  Similarly,  when  social 
security  benefits  are  based  on  wage 
credits  for  a  World  War  II  or  post-World 
War  n  veteran,  and  the  veteran  or  hi  ]  or 
her  smvivor  is  eligible  for  another 
Federal  benefit  (other  than  from  the 
VA],  this  may  result  in  an  erroneous 
social  security  payment  Sections 
404.1360  and  404.1361  describe  how  we 
determine  when  an  erroneous  payment 
is  made  and  S  S'404.1362  and  404.1363 
describe  how  we  determine  the  amount 
of  erroneous  payments. 

Evidence  of  Active  Service  and 
Membership  in  a  Uniformed  Service 

Section  404.1370  describes  the  types  of 
evidence  we  request  when  an  individual 
files  an  application  for  monthly  benefits 
or  a  lump-sum  death  payment  based  on 
active  military  or  naval  service  during 
the  World  War  n  or  post-World  War  II 
period.  Section  404.1371  describes  the 
kinds  of  evidence  we  accept  to  show 
entitlement  to  wage  credits  for 
membership  in  a  uniformed  service 
during  the  years  1957  through  1967. 

Provisions  Deleted  or  Extensively 
Modified 

1.  The  terms  “World  War  n  veteran” 
and  "veteran  of  post-World  War  n 
service"  do  not  include  an  individual 
who  died  while  in  the  active  militsuy  or 
naval  service  and  whose  death  was 
inflicted  as  punishment  for  a  military  or 
naval  offense  under  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  or  an  allied  country.  We 
have  removed  this  seldom  used 
provision  from  the  regulations,  but  the 
rule  will  be  used  in  any  case  where  it 
applies. 

2.  The  limits  on  granting  wage  credits 
to  World  War  II  and  post-World  War  II 
veterans  do  not  apply  if  using  them 
reduces  the  veteran’s  primary  insurance 
amount  (§  404.203(a]]  by  50  cents  or  less. 
We  have  removed  this  rarely  applicable 


provision  firom  the  regulations,  but  the 
rule  will  be  used  when  appropriate. 

3.  We  have  removed  the  rides 
explaining  that  a  parent  of  a  deceased 
veteran  filing  for  parent’s  insurance 
benefits  has  2  years  from  the  date  of  the 
veteran’s  death  to  file  evidence  of 
support  from  the  veteran  because  these 
rules  are  contained  in  Subpart  G  of  Part 
404. 

4.  Individuals  who  were  on  active 
service  with  the  commissioned  corps  of 
the  United  States  Public  Health  Service 
during  the  post-World  War  II  period  are 
considered  post-World  War  II  veterans 
regardless  of  whether  they  were  on 
detail  to  a  service  department.  Also, 
individuals  who  were  on  active  service 
in  the  commissioned  corps  of  the  United 
States  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 
during  the  post-World  War  n  period  are 
considered  post-World  War  II  veterans 
regardless  of  whether  they  were  on 
detail  to  a  service  department.  To  avoid 
confusion,  these  provisions  have  been 
revised  to  state  that  individuals  who 
were  on  active  service  with  the 
commissioned  corps  of  the  United  States 
Public  Health  Service  or  the  United 
States  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 
during  the  post-World  War  II  period  are 
considered  post-World  War  n  veterans. 

Adoption  of  Final  Rules 

As  previously  stated,  we  published 
this  subpart  as  a  Notice  of  ^oposed 
Rulemaldng  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
September  28, 1979  (44  FR  55899]  with  a 
60-day  comment  period.  We  received  no 
public  comments  and  in  the  final 
regulations  we  are  making  only  editoriaP 
and  typographical  changes.  Accordingly, 
these  reg^ations  are  adopted  as  set 
forth  below. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
program  Nos.  13.802  Social  Security — 
Disability  Insurance;  13.803  Social  Security — 
Retirement  Insurance;  13.805  Social 
Security — Survivors’  Insurance.) 

Dated:  January  30, 1980. 

Wiliam  J.  Driver, 

Commissioner  of  Social  Security. 

Approved:  March  6, 1980. 

Nathan  ).  Stark, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare. 

Part  404  of  Chapter  III  of  Title  20  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  by  revising  Subpart  N  to  read 
as  follows: 

Subpart  N— Wage  Credits  for  Veterans 
and  Members  of  the  Uniformed 
Services 

General 

Sec. 

404.1301  Introduction. 


404.1302  Definitions. 

Worid  War  n  Veterans 

404.1310  Who  is  a  World  War  n  veteran. 

404.1311  Ninety-day  active  service 
requirement  for  World  War  n  veterans. 

404.1312  World  War  II  service  included. 

404.1313  World  War  II  service  excluded. 

Post- Worid  War  II  Veterans 

404.1320  Who  is  a  post-World  War  11 
veteran. 

404.1321  Ninety-day  active  service 
requirement  for  post-World  War  n 
veterans. 

404.1322  Post-World  War  11  service 
included. 

404.1323  Post-World  War  n  service 
excluded. 

Separation  from  Active  Service 
404.1325  Separation  fr'om  active  service 
under  conditions  other  than 
dishonorable. 

Members  of  the  Uniformed  Services 

404.1330  Who  is  a  member  of  a  uniformed 
service. 

Amounts  of  Wage  Credits  and  Limits  on 
Hieir  Use 

404.1340  Wage  credits  for  World  War  II  and 
post-World  War  n  veterans. 

404.1341  Wage  credits  for  a  member  of  a 
uniformed  service. 

404.1342  Limits  on  granting  World  War  II 
and  post-World  War  II  wage  credits. 

404.1343  When  the  limits  on  granting  World 
War  n  and  post-World  War  n  wage 
credits  do  not  apply. 

Deemed  Insured  Status  for  Worid  War  II 
Veterans 

404.1350  Deemed  insured  status. 

404.1351  When  deemed  insured  status  does 
not  apply. 

404.1352  Benefits  and  payments  based  on 
deemed  insured  status. 

Effect  of  Other  Benefits  on  Payment  of  Social 
Security  Benefits  and  Payments 

404.1360  Veterans  Administration  pension 
or  compensation  payable. 

404.1361  Federal  benefit  payable  other  than 
by  Veterans  Administration. 

404.1362  Treatment  of  social  security 
benefits  or  pa}rments  where  Veterans 
Administration  pension  or  compensation 
payable. 

404.1363  Treatment  of  social  security 
benefits  or  payments  where  Federal 
benefit  payable  other  than  by  Veterans 
Administration. 

Evidence  Ot  Active  Service  and  Membership 
in  Uniformed  Service 

404.1370  Evidence  of  active  service  and 
separation  fr'om  active  service. 

404.1371  Evidence  of  membership  in  a 
uniformed  service  during  the  years  1957 
through  1967. 

Authority:  Secs.  205,  210, 217, 229,  and  1102 
of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as  amended,  53 
Stat.  1368,  as  amended,  64  Stat.  494, 64  Stat 
512,  as  amended,  81  Stat.  833  as  amended,  49 
StPt.  647  as  amended;  42  U.S.C.  405,  4ia  417, 
429,  and  1302. 
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General 

§  404.1301  Introduction. 

(a)  The  Social  Security  Act  (Act), 
under  section  217,  provides  for 
noncontributory  wage  credits  to 
veterans  who  served  in  the  active 
military  or  naval  service  of  the  United 
States  from  September  16, 1940,  through 
December  31, 1956.  These  individuals 
are  considered  World  War  n  or  post- 
World  War  II  veterans.  The  Act  also 
provides  for  noncontributory  wage 
credits  to  certain  individuals  who 
served  in  the  active  military  or  naval 
service  of  an  allied  country  during 
World  War  U.  These  individuals  are 
considered  World  War  II  veterans.  In 
addition,  certain  individuals  get  wage 
credits,  under  section  229  of  Ae  Act,  for 
service  as  members  of  the  uniformed 
services  on  active  duty  or  active  duty 
for  training  beginning  in  1957  when  diat 
service  was  first  covered  for  social 
security  purposes  on  a  contributory 
basis.  These  individuals  are  considered 
members  of  the  uniformed  services. 

(b)  World  War  n  or  post-World  War  n 
veterans  receive  wage  credits  based  on 
the  length  of  active  military  or  naval 
service,  type  of  separation  from  service 
and,  in  some  cases,  whether  the  veteran 
is  receiving  another  Federal  benefit 
However,  a  member  of  a  uniformed 
service  receives  wage  credits  regardless 
of  length  of  service,  type  of  sepcu'ation, 
or  receipt  of  another  Federal  tenefit. 

(c)  The  Social  Security  Administration 
(SSA)  uses  these  wage  credits,  along 

■with  any  covered  wages  or  self- 
employment  income  of  the  veteran  or 
member  of  a  uniformed  service,  to 
determine  entitlement  to.  and  the 
amount  ot  benefits  and  the  lump-sum 
death  payment  that  may  be  paid  to 
them,  their  dependents  or  survivors 
imder  the  old-age,  survivors*,  and 
disability  insurance  programs.  These 
wage  credits  can  also  be  used  by  the 
veteran  or  member  of  the  uniformed 
service  to  meet  the  insured  status  and 
quarters  of  coverage  requirements  for  a 
period  of  disability. 

(d)  This  subpart  tells  how  veterans  or 
members  of  the  uniformed  services 
obtain  wage  credits,  what  evidence  of 
service  SSA  requires,  how  SSA  uses  the 
wage  credits,  and  how  the  wage  credits 
are  affected  by  payment  of  other 
benefits. 

(e)  This  subpart  explains  that  certain 
World  War  n  veterans  who  die  are 
considered  (deemed)  fully  insmed.  This 
gives  those  veterans’  survivors  the  same 
benefit  rights  as  if  the  veterans  were 
actually  ^y  insined  when  they  died. 

(f)  Hie  rules  are  organized  in  the 
following  mannen 


(1)  Sections  404.1310-404.1313  contain 
the  rules  on  World  War  II  veterans.  We 
discuss  who  may  qualify  as  a  World 
War  n  veteran,  how  we  determine 
whether  the  90-day  active  service 
requirement  for  a  World  War  n  veteran 
is  met  what  we  consider  to  be  World 
War  n  active  military  or  naval  service, 
and  what  we  do  not  consider  to  be 
World  War  n  active  military  or  naval 
service. 

(2)  Sections  404.1320-404.1323  contain 
the  rules  on  post-World  War  II  veterans. 
We  discuss  who  may  qualify  as  a  post- 
World  War  n  veteran,  how  we 
determine  whether  the  90-day  active 
service  requirement  for  a  post-World 
War  n  veteran  is  met  what  we  consider 
to  be  post-World  War  II  active  military 
or  naval  service,  and  what  we  do  not 
consider  to  be  post-World  War  II  active 
military  or  naval  service. 

(3)  In  §  404.1325  we  discuss  what  is  a 
"separation  under  conditions  other  than 
dishonorable."  The  law  requires  that  a 
World  War  II  or  post-World  War  n 
veteran’s  separation  fi'om  active  military 
or  naval  service  be  other  than 
dishonorable  for  the  veteran  to  get  wage 
credits. 

(4)  Section  404.1330  contains  the  rules 
on  members  of  the  uniformed  services. 
We  discuss  who  may  qualify  as  a 
member  of  a  uniformed  service. 

(5)  In  §§  404.1340-^.1343,  we  discuss 
the  amoimt  of  wage  credits  for  veterans 
and  members  of  the  uniformed  services, 
situations  which  may  limit  the  use  of 
wage  credits  for  World  War  II  and  post- 
World  War  n  veterans,  and  situations  in 
which  the  limits  do  not  apply. 

(6)  Sections  404.1350-404.1352  contain 
the  rules  on  deemed  insured  status  for 
World  War  II  veterans.  We  discuss 
when  deemed  insured  status  applies,  the 
amount  of  wage  credits  used  for  deemed 
insured  World  War  II  veterans,  how  the 
wage  credits  affect  survivors’  social 
security  benefits,  and  when  deemed 
insmed  status  does  not  apply. 

(7)  Sections  404.1360-404.1363  contain 
the  rules  on  the  effect  of  other  benefits 
on  the  payment  of  social  security 
benefits  and  lump-sum  death  payments 
based  on  wage  credits  for  veterans.  We 
discuss  what  happens  when  we  learn  of 
a  determination  that  a  Veterans 
Administration  pension  or 
compensation  is  payable  or  that  a 
Federal  benefit  is  payable  before  or 
after  we  determine  entitlement  to  a 
montly  benefit  or  lump-sum  death 
payment  based  on  the  death  of  the 
veteran. 

(8)  Sections  404.1370  and  404.1371 
contain  the  rules  on  what  we  accept  as 
evidence  of  a  World  War  II  and  post- 
World  War  II  veteran’s  active  military 
or  naval  service,  including  date  and  type 


of  separation,  and  what  we  accept  as 
evidence  of  entitlement  to  wage  credits 
for  membership  in  a  uniformed  service 
during  the  years  1957  through  1967. 

§404.1302  Daflnitiona. 

As  used  in  this  subpart — 

“Act"  means  the  Social  Security  Act, 
as  amended. 

“Active  duty"  means  periods  of  time 
an  individual  is  on  full-time  duty  in  the 
active  military  or  naval  service  after 
1956  and  includes  active  duty  for 
training  after  1956. 

“Active  service"  means  periods  of 
time  prior  to  1957  an  individual  was  on 
full-time  duty  in  the  active  military  or 
naval  service.  It  does  not  include 
totaling  periods  of  active  duty  for 
training  purposes  before  1957  which  are 
less  than  90  days. 

“Allied  country"  means  a  country  at 
war  on  September  16, 1940,  with  a 
country  with  which  the  United  States 
was  at  war  during  the  World  War  H 
period.  Each  of  the  following  countries 
is  considered  an  allied  coimtry: 
Australia,  Belgium,  Canada, 
Czechoslovakia.  Denmark,  France, 

India,  Luxembourg,  the  Netherlands, 
New  Zealand,  Norway,  Poland,  Union  of 
South  Africa,  and  the  United  Kingdom. 

“Domiciled  in  the  United  States" 
means  an  individual  has  a  true,  fixed, 
and  permanent  home  in  the  United 
States  to  which  the  individual  intends  to 
return  whenever  he  or  she  is  absent 

“Federal  benefit"  means  a  benefit 
which  is  payable  by  another  Federal 
agency  (other  than  the  Veterans 
Administration)  or  an  instrumentality 
owned  entirely  by  the  United  States 
under  any  law  of  the  United  States  or 
imder  a  program  or  pension  system  set 
up  by  the  agency  or  instrumentality. 

“Post-World  War  II  period”  means  the 
time  period  July  25, 1947,  through 
December  31, 1956. 

“Reserve  component"  means  Army 
Reserve,  Naval  Reserve.  Marine  Corps 
Reserve.  Air  Force  Reserve.  Coast 
Guard  Reserve,  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States  or  Air  National  Guard  of 
the  United  States. 

“Resided  in  the  United  States"  means 
an  individual  had  a  place  where  he  or 
she  lived,  whether  permanently  or 
temporarily,  in  the  United  States  and 
was  bodily  present  in  that  place. 

“Survivor"  means  you  are  a  parent, 
widow,  divorced  wife,  widower,  or  child 
of  a  deceased  veteran  or  member  of  a 
uniformed  service. 

“United  States"  means  the  50  States, 
the  District  of  Columbia,  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  the 
Virgin  Islands,  Guam,  and  American 
Samoa. 
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"Veteran”  means  an  individual  who 
served  in  the  active  military  or  naval 
service  of  the  United  States  and  was 
discharged  or  release  J  from  that  service 
under  conditions  other  than 
dishonorable.  Fob  a  more  detailed 
definition  of  the  World  War  II  veteran 
and  a  post-World  War  n  veteran,  see 
§  §  404.1310  and  404.1320. 

"Wage  credit”  means  a  dollar  amount 
we  add  to  the  earnings  record  of  a 
veteran  of  the  World  War  II  or  the  post- 
World  War  n  period.  It  is  also  a  dollar 
amount  we  add  to  the  earnings  record  of 
a  member  of  a  uniformed  service  who 
was  on  active  duty  after  1956.  The 
amount  is  set  out  in  the  Act  and  is 
added  for  each  month,  calendar  quarter, 
or  calendar  year  of  service  as  required 
by  law. 

"We”,  "us”,  or  "our”  means  the  Social 
Security  Administration. 

"World  War  II  period”  means  the  time 
period  September  16, 1940,  through  July 
24, 1947. 

“You”  or  “your”  means  a  veteran,  a 
veteran’s  survivor  or  a  member  of  a 
uniformed  service  applying  for  or 
entitled  to  a  social  security  benefit  or  a 
lump-sum  death  payment. 

Worid  War  II  Veterans 

§  404.1310  Who  it  a  World  War  II  veteran. 

You  are  a  World  War  II  veteran  if  you 
were  in  the  active  service  of  the  United 
States  during  the  World  War  n  period 
and,  if  no  longer  in  active  service,  you 
were  separated  from  that  service  under 
conditions  other  than  dishonorable  after 
at  least  90  days  of  active  service.  The 
90-day  active  service  requirement  is 
discussed  in  §  404.1311. 

§  404.131 1  Ninety-day  active  service 
requirement  for  World  War  11  veterans. 

(a)  The  90  days  of  active  service 
required  for  World  War  n  veterans  do 
not  have  to  be  consecutive  if  the  90  days 
were  in  the  World  War  n  period.  The  90- 
day  requirement  cannot  be  met  by 
totaling  the  periods  of  active  duty  for 
training  purposes  which  were  less  than 
90  days. 

(b)  If,  however,  all  of  the  90  days  of 
active  service  required  for  World  War  n 
veterans  were  not  in  the  World  War  II 
period,  the  90.days  must  (only  in  those 
circumstances)  be  consecutive  if  the  90 
days  began  before  September  16, 1940, 
and  ended  on  or  after  that  date,  or 
began  before  July  25, 1947,  and  ended  on 
or  after  that  date. 

(c)  The  90  days  of  active  service  is  not 
required  if  the  World  War  H  veteran 
died  in  service  or  was  separated  from 
service  under  conditions  other  than 
dishonorable  because  of  a  disability  or 
injury  which  began  or  worsened  while 
performing  service  duties. 


§  404.1312  World  War  II  aervica  bidudad. 

Your  service  was  in  the  active  service 
of  the  United  States  during  the  World 
War  II  period  if  you  were  in  the — 

(a)  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  or 
Coast  Guard,  or  any  part  of  them; 

(b)  Commissioned  corps  of  the  United 
States  Public  Health  Service  and  were — 

(1)  On  active  commissioned  service 
during  the  period  beginning  September 
16, 1940,  through  July  28, 1945,  and  the 
active  service  was  done  while  on  detail 
to  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  or 
Coast  Guard;  or 

(2)  On  active  commissioned  service 
during  the  period  beginning  July  29, 1945, 
through  July  24, 1947,  rega^less  of 
whether  on  detail  to  the  Army,  Navy, 
Marine  Corps,  or  Coast  Guard; 

(c)  Conunissioned  corps  of  the  United 
States  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey  and 
were — 

(1)  During  the  World  War  n  period — 

(1)  Transferred  to  active  service  with 
the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  or  Coast 
Guard;  or 

(ii)  Assigned  to  active  service  on 
military  projects  in  areas  determined  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  be  areas  of 
immediate  military  hazard;  or 

(2)  On  active  service  in  the  Philippine 
Islands  on  December  7, 1941;  or 

(3)  On  active  service  during  the  period 
beginning  July  29, 1945,  throu^  July  24, 
1947; 

(dj  Philippine  Scouts  and  performed 
active  service  during  the  World  War  II 
period  under  the  dii^t  supervision  of 
recognized  military  authority; 

(e)  Active  service  of  an  allied  country 
during  the  World  War  II  period  and — 

(1)  Had  entered  into  that  active 
service  before  December  9, 1941; 

(2)  Were  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 
throughout  that  period  of  active  service 
or  lost  your  United  States  citizenship 
solely  because  of  your  entrance  into  that 
service; 

(3)  Had  resided  in  the  United  States 
for  a  total  of  four  years  during  the  five- 
year  period  ending  on  the  day  you 
entered  that  active  service;  and 

(4)  Were  domiciled  in  the  United 
States  on  that  day;  or 

(f)  Women’s  Army  Auxiliary  Corps, 
during  the  period  May  14, 1942,  through 
September  29, 1943,  and  performed 
active  service  with  the  Army,  Navy, 
Marine  Corps,  or  Coast  Guard  after 
September  29, 1943. 

S  404.1313  World  War  II  service  excluded. 

Your  service  was  not  in  the  active 
service  of  the  United  States  during  the 
World  War  n  period  if,  for  example,  you 
were  in  the— 

(a)  Women’s  Army  Auxiliary  Corps, 
except  as  described  in  §  404.1312(f); 

(b)  Coast  Guard  Auxiliary; 


(c)  Coast  Guard  Reserve  (Temporary) 
unless  you  served  on  active  full-time 
service  with  military  pay  and 
allowances; 

(d)  Civil  Air  Patrol;  or 

(e)  Civilian  Auxiliary  to  the  Military 
Police. 

Post- World  War  II  Veterans 

§  404.1320  Who  Is  a  post-World  War  II 
veteran. 

You  are  a  post-World  War  II  veteran 
if  you  were  in  the  active  service  of  the 
United  States  during  the  post-World 
War  n  period  and,  if  no  longer  in  active 
service,  you  were  separated  from  the 
service  under  conditions  other  than 
dishonorable  after  at  least  90  days  of 
active  service.  The  90-day  active  service 
requirement  is  discussed  in  §  404.1321. 

§  404.1321  Ninety-day  active  service 
requirement  for  post-World  War  II  veterans. 

(a)  The  90  days  of  active  service 
required  for  post-World  War  II  veterans 
do  not  have  to  be  consecutive  if  the  90 
days  were  in  the  post-World  War  II 

'  period.  The  90-day  requirement  cannot 
be  met  by  totaling  the  periods  of  active 
duty  for  training  purposes  before  1957 
which  were  less  than  90  days. 

(b)  If,  however,  all  of  the  90  days  of 
active  service  required  for  post-World 
War  II  veterans  were  not  in  the  post- 
World  War  n  period,  the  90  days  must 
(only  in  those  circumstances)  be 
consecutive  if  the  90  days  began  before 
July  25, 1947,  and  ended  on  or  after  that 
date,  or  began  before  January  1, 1957, 
and  ended  on  or  after  that  date. 

(c)  The  90  days  of  active  service  is  not 
required  if'the  post-World  War  II 
veteran  died  in  service  or  was  separated 
from  service  imder  conditions  other  than 
dishonorable  because  of  a  disability  or 
injury  which  began  or  worsened  while 
performing  service  duties. 

§  404.1322  Post-World  War  II  service 
Included. 

Your  ^rvice  was  in  the  active  service 
of  the  United  States  during  the  post- 
World  War  n  period  if  you  were  in  the — 

(a)  Air  Force.  Army,  Navy,  Marine 
Corps,  Coast  Guard,  or  any  part  of  them; 

(b)  Commissioned  corps  of  the  United 
States  Public  Health  Sei^ce  and  were 
on  active  service  during  that  period; 

(c)  Commissioned  corps  of  the  United 
States  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey  and 
were  on  active  service  during  that 
period;  or 

(d)  Philippine  Scouts  and  performed 
active  service  during  the  post-World 
War  n  period  imder  the  direct 
supervision  of  recognized  military 
authority. 
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S  404.1323  Post-World  War  II  service 
excluded. 

Your  service  was  not  in  the  active 
service  of  the  United  States  during  the 
post-World  War  n  period  if,  for 
example,  you  were  in  the — 

(a)  Coast  Guard  Auxiliary; 

(b)  Coast  Guard  Reserve  (Temporary) 
unless  you  served  on  active  full-time 
service  with  military  pay  and 
allowances; 

(c)  Civil  Air  Patrol;  or 

(d)  Civilian  Auxiliary  to  the  Military 
Police. 

Separation  from  Active  Service 

§  404.1325  Separation  from  active  service 
under  conditions  other  than  dishonorable. 

Separation  from  active  service  imder 
conditions  other  than  dishonorable 
means  any  discharge  or  release  from  the 
active  service  except — 

(a)  A  discharge  or  release  for 
desertion,  absence  without  leave,  or 
fraudulent  entry; 

(b)  A  dishonorable  or  bad  conduct 
discharge  issued  by  a  general  court 
martial  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force, 
Marine  Corps,  or  Coast  Guard  of  the 
United  States,  or  by  the  active  service  of 
an  allied  country  during  the  World  War 
II  period; 

(c)  A  dishonorable  discharge  issued 
by  the  United  States  Public  Health 
Service  or  the  United  States  Coast  and 
Geodetic  Survey; 

(d)  A  resignation  by  an  officer  for  the 
good  of  the  service; 

(e)  A  discharge  or  release  because  the 
inffividual  was  a  conscientious  objector, 
or 

(f)  A  discharge  or  release  because  the 
inffividual  was  convicted  by  a  civil  court 
for  treason,  sabotage,  espionage, 
murder,  rape,  arson,  bursary,  robbery, 
kidnaping  assault  with  intent  to  kill, 
assault  with  a  deadly  weapon,  or 
because  of  an  attempt  to  commit  any  of 
these  crimes. 

Members  of  the  Uniformed  Services 

S  404.1330  Who  Is  a  member  of  a 
uniformed  service. 

A  member  of  a  uniformed  service  is 
an  individual  who  served  on  active  duty 
after  1956.  You  are  a  member  of  a 
uniformed  service  if  you — 

(a)  Are  appointed,  enlisted,  or 
inducted  into— 

(1)  The  Air  Force,  Army,  Navy,  Coast 
Guard,  or  Marine  Corps;  or 

(2)  A  reserve  component  of  the 
uniformed  services  in  paragraph  (a)(1)  of 
this  section  (except  the  Coast  Guard 
Reserve  as  a  temporary  member); 

(b)  Served  in  the  Army  or  Air  Force 
under  call  or  conscription; 

(c)  Are  a  commissioned  officer  of  the 
National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 


Administration  or  its  predecessors,  the 
Environmental  Science  Services 
Administration  and  the  Coast  and 
Geodetic  Survey; 

(d)  Are  a  commissioned  officer  of  the 
Regular  or  Reserve  Corps  of  the  Public 
Health  Service; 

(e)  Are  a  retired  member  of  any  of  the 
above  services; 

(f)  Are  a  member  of  the  Fleet  Reserve 
or  Fleet  Marine  Corps  Reserve; 

(g)  Are  a  cadet  at  the  United  States 
Military  Academy,  Air  Force  Academy, 
or  Coast  Guard  Academy,  or  a 
midshipman  at  the  United  States  Naval 
Academy;  or 

(h)  Are  a  member  of  the  Reserve 
Officers  Training  Corps  of  the  Army, 
Navy  or  Air  Force,  when  ordered  to 
annual  training  duty  for  at  least  14  days 
and  while  performing  official  travel  to 
and  from  that  duty. 

Amounts  of  Wage  Credits  and  Limits  on 
Their  Use 

§  404.1340  Wage  credits  for  World  War  il 
and  post-WorM  War  11  veterans. 

In  determining  your  entitlement  to, 
and  the  amount  of,  your  monthly  benefit 
or  lump-sum  death  payment  based  on 
your  active  service  during  the  World 
War  n  period  or  the  post-World  War  II 
period,  and  for  establishing  a  period  of 
disability  as  discussed  in  §S  404.132  and 
404.133,  we  add  the  (deemed)  amount  of 
$160  for  each  month  dming  a  part  of 
which  you  were  in  the  active  service  as 
described  in  S  404.1312  or  S  404.1322.  For 
example,  if  you  were  in  active  service 
from  October  11, 1942,  through  August 
10, 1943,  we  add  the  (deemed)  amount  of 
$160  for  October  1942  and  August  1943 
as  well  as  November  1942  through  July 
1943.  The  amoimt  of  wage  credits  that 
are  added  in  a  calendar  year  cannot 
cause  the  total  amount  credited  to  your 
earnings  record  to  exceed  the  annual 
earnings  limitation  explained  in 
§§  404.1047  and  404.1096(b). 

§404.1341  Wage  credits  for  a  member  of 
a  uniformed  service. 

(a)  General.  In  determining  your 
entitlement  to,  and  the  amount  of  your 
monthly  benefit  or  a  lump-sum  death 
payment  based  on  your  wages  while  on 
active  duty  as  a  member  of  a  uniformed 
service  after  1956  and  for  establishing  a 
period  of  disability  as  discussed  in 

§  404.132,  we  add  wage  credits  to  the 
wages  paid  you  as  a  member  of  that 
service.  The  amount  of  the  wage  credits 
and  applicable  time  periods  and  the 
limits  on  the  amount  of  the  wage  credits 
are  discussed  in  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c) 
of  this  section. 

(b)  Amount  of  wage  credits.  The 
amount  of  wage  credits  added  is — 


(1)  $100  for  each  $300  in  wages  paid  to 
you  for  your  service  in  each  c^ender 
year  after  1977;  and 

(2)  $300  for  each  calendar  quarter  in 
1957  through  1977,  regardless  of  the 
amount  of  wages  actually  paid  you 
during  that  quarter  for  your  service. 

(c)  Limits  on  wage  credits.  The 
amount  of  the  wage  credits  we  add 
cannot  exceed  $1,200  for  any  calendar 
year.  Also,  the  total  of  the  wage  credits 
added  to  wages  paid  you  as  a  member 
of  a  uniformed  service  for  that  year 
cannot  cause  the  total  amount  credited 
to  your  earnings  record  to  exceed  the 
aimual  earnings  limitation  explained  in 
§  §  404.1047  and  404.1096(b). 

§  404.1342  Limits  on  granting  World  War  II 
and  post-WorkJ  War  II  wags  credits. 

(a)  You  get  wage  credits  for  World 
War  n  or  post-World  War  II  active 
service  oidy  if  the  use  of  the  wage 
credits  results  in  entitlement  to  a 
monthly  benefit  a  higher  monthly 
benefit  or  a  lump-sum  death  payment 

(b)  You  may  get  wage  credits  for 
active  service  in  July  1947  for  either  the 
World  War  0  period  or  the  post-World 
War  n  period  but  not  for  both.  If  your 
active  service  is  before  and  on  or  after 
July  25, 1947,  we  add  the  $160  wage 
credit  to  the  period  which  is  most 
advantageous  to  you. 

(c)  You  do  not  get  wage  credits  for  the 
World  War  n  period  if  another  Federal 
benefit  (other  than  one  payable  by  the 
Veterans  Administration)  is  determined 
by  a  Federal  agency  or  an 
instrumentality  owned  entirely  by  the 
United  States  to  be  payable  to  you,  even 
though  the  Federal  benefit  is  not 
actually  paid  or  is  paid  and  then 
terminated,  based  in  part  on  your  active 
service  during  the  World  War  II  period 
except  as  explained  in  §  404.1343. 

(d)  You  do  not  get  wage  credits  for  the 
post-World  War  II  period  if  another 
Federal  benefit  (other  than  one  payable 
by  the  Veterans  Administration)  is 
determined  by  a  Federal  agency  or  an 
instrumentality  owned  entirely  by  the 
United  States  to  be  payable  to  you,  even 
though  the  Federal  benefit  is  not 
actually  paid  or  is  paid  and  then 
terminated,  based  in  part  on  your  active 
service  during  the  post-World  War  II 
period  except  as  explained  in  §  404.1343. 

§  404.1343  When  the  llmite  on  granting 
World  War  II  and  post-World  War  il  wage 
credits  do  not  apply. 

The  limits  on  granting  wage  credits 
described  in  §  404.1342  (c)  and  (d)  do 
not  apply — 

(a)  If  the  wage  credits  are  used  solely 
to  meet  the  insured  status  and  quarters 
of  coverage  requirements  for  a  period  of 
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disability  as  described  in  §§  404.132  and 
404.133; 

(b)  If  you  are  tlie  widow  or  child  of  a 
veteran  of  the  World  War  II  period  or 
post-World  War  n  period  and  you  are 
entitled  under  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  1930  to  a  survivor’s 
annuity  based  on  the  veteran's  active 
service  and — 

(1)  You  give  up  your  right  to  receive 
the  survivor's  annuity; 

(2)  A  benefit  under  the  Civil  Service 
Retirement  Act  of  1930  based  on  the 
veteran’s  active  service  was  not  payable 
to  the  veteran;  and 

(3)  Another  Federal  benefit  is  not 
payable  to  the  veteran  or  his  or  her 
survivors  except  as  described  in 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section;  or 

(c)  For  the  years  1951  through  1956,  if 

another  Federal  benefit  is  payable  by 
the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  Marine 
Corps,  Coast  Guard,  Coast  and  Geodetic 
Survey,  or  the  Public  Health  Service 
based  on  post-World  War  II  active 
service  but  only  if  the  veteran  was  also 
paid  wages  as  a  member  of  a  uniformed 
service  after  1956.  „ 

Deemed  Insured  Status  for  Worid  II 
Veterans 

§  404.1350  Deemed  insured  status. 

(a)  When  deemed  insured  status 
applies.  If  you  are  the  survivor  of  a 
World  War  II  veteran,  we  consider  the 
veteran  to  have  died  fully  insured  as 
discussed  in  S  404.111  and  we  include 
wage  credits  in  determining  your 
monthly  benefit  or  lump-sum  death 
payment  if — 

(1]  Hie  veteran  was  separated  from 
active  service  of  the  United  States 
before  July  27, 1951;  and 

(2)  The  veteran  died  wdthin  3  years 
after  separation  from  active  service  and 
before  July  27, 1954. 

(b)  Amount  of  credit  given  for  deemed 
insured  World  War  II  veterans. 

(1)  When  we  compute  a  survivor’s 
benefit  or  lump-sum  death  payment,  we 
give  credit  for — 

(1)  $200  (for  increment  year  purposes) 
for  each  calendar  year  in  which  the 
veteran  had  at  least  30  days  of  active 
service  beginning  September  16, 1940, 
through  1950;  and 

(ii)  An  average  monthly  wage  of  $160l 

(2)  If  the  World  War  II  veteran  was 
fully  or  currently  insured  without  the 
wage  credits,  we  add  increment  years 
(years  after  1936  and  prior  to  1951  in 
which  the  veteran  had  at  least  $200  in 
creditable  earnings]  to  the  increment 
years  based  on  the  veteran’s  wages. 

§  404.1351  When  deemed  insured  statue 
does  not  apply. 

As  a  survivor  of  a  World  War  II 
veteran,  you  cannot  get  a  monthly 


benefit  or  lump-sum  death  payment 
based  on  the  veteran’s  deemed  insured 
status  as  explained  in  S  404.1350  if — 

(a)  Your  monthly  benefit  or  lump-sum 
death  payment  is  larger  without  using 
the  wage  credits; 

(b)  The  Veterans  Administration  has 
determined  that  a  pension  or 
compensation  is  payable  to  you  based 
on  the  veteran’s  death; 

(c)  The  veteran  died  while  in  the 
active  service  of  the  United  States; 

(d)  The  veteran  was  first  separated 
from  active  service  after  July  26, 1951; 

(e)  The  veteran  died  afrer  July  26, 
1954;  or 

(f)  The  veteran’s  only  service  during 
the  World  War  II  period  was  by 
enlistment  in  the  Philippine  Scouts  as 
authorized  by  the  Armed  Forces 
Voluntary  Recruitment  Act  of  1945  (Pub. 
L  190  of  the  79th  Congress). 

S  404.1352  Benefits  and  payments  based 
on  deemed  insured  status. 

(a)  Our  determination.  We  determine 
your  monthly  benefit  or  lump-sum  death 
payment  under  the  deemed  insured 
status  provisions  in  §S  404.1350  and 
404.1351  regardless  of  whether  the 
Veterans  Administration  has 
determined  that  any  pension  or 
compensation  is  payable  to  you. 

(b)  Certification  for  payment.  If  we 
determine  that  you  can  be  paid  a 
monthly  benefit  or  lump-sum  death 
payment,  we  certify  these  benefits  for 
payment  However,  the  amount  of  your 
monthly  benefit  or  lump-sum  death 
payment  may  be  changed  if  we  are 
informed  by  the  Veterans 
Administration  that  a  pension  or 
compensation  is  payable  because  of  the 
veteran’s  death  as  explained  in 

§  404.1360. 

(c)  Payments  not  considered  as 
pension  or  compensation.  We  do  not 
consider  as  pension  or  compensation — 

(1)  National  Service  Life  Insurance 
payments; 

(2)  United  States  Government  Life 
Insurance  payments;  or 

(3)  Burial  allowance  payments  made 
by  the  Veterans  Administration. 

Effect  of  Other  Benefits  on  Payment  of 
Social  Security  Benefits  and  Payments 

§  404. 1360  Veterms  Administration 
pension  or  compensation  payable. 

(a)  Before  we  determine  and  certify 
payment.  If  we  are  informed  by  the 
Veterans  Administration  that  a  pension 
or  compensation  is  payable  to  you 
before  we  determine  and  certify 
payment  of  benefits  based  on  deemed 
insured  status,  we  compute  your 
monthly  benefit  or  lump-sum  death 
payment  based  on  the  death  of  the 


World  War  n  veteran  without  using  the 
wage  credits  discussed  in  8  404.1350. 

(b)  After  we  determine  and  certify 
payment  If  we  are  informed  by  the 
Veterans  Administration  that  a  pension 
or  compensation  is  payable  to  you  after 
we  determine  and  certify  payment  of 
benefits  based  on  deemed  insured 
status,  we — 

(1)  Stop  payment  of  your  benefits  or 
recompute  the  amoimt  of  any  further 
benefits  that  can  be  paid  to  you;  and 

(2)  Determine  whether  you  were 
erroneously  paid  and  the  amount  of  any 
erroneous  payment 

8  404.1361  Federal  berwfit  payable  ottwr 
than  by  Veterans  Administratioa 

(a)  Before  we  determine  and  certify 
payment  If  we  are  informed  by  another 
Federal  agency  or  instrumentality  of  the 
United  States  (other  than  the  Veterans 
Administration)  that  a  Federal  benefit  is 
payable  to  you  by  that  agency  or 
instrumentality  based  on  the  veteran’s 
World  War  II  or  post-World  War  II 
active  service  before  we  determine  and 
certify  your  monthly  benefit  or  lump¬ 
sum  death  payment,  we  compute  your 
monthly  benefit  or  lump-sum  deadi 
payment  without  using  the  wage  credits 
discussed  in  8  404.1340. 

(b)  After  we  determine  and  certify 
payment  If  we  are  informed  by  another 
Federal  agency  or  instrumentality  of  the 
United  States  (other  than  the  Veterans 
Administration]  that  a  Federal  benefit  is 
payable  to  you  by  that  agency  or 
instrumentality  based  on  the  veteran’s 
World  War  II  or  post-World  War  n 
active  service  after  we  determine  and 
certify  payment  we — 

(1)  Stop  payment  of  your  benefits  or 
recompute  the  amount  of  any  further 
benefits  that  can  be  paid  to  you;  and 

(2)  Determine  whether  you  were 
erroneously  paid  and  the  amount  of  any 
erroneous  payment. 

8  404.1362  Treatment  of  social  security 
benefits  or  payments  where  Veterans 
Administration  pension  or  compensation 
payable. 

(a)  Before  we  receive  notice  from  the 
Veterans  Administration.  If  we  certify 
your  monthly  benefit  or  a  lump-sum 
death  payment  as  determined  under  the 
deemed  insured  status  provisions  in 
§404.1350  before  we  receive  notice  from 
the  Veterans  Administration  that  a 
pension  or  compensation  is  payable  to 
you,  our  payments  to  you  are  erroneous 
only  to  the  extent  that  they  exceed  the 
amoimt  of  the  accrued  pension  of 
compensation  payable. 

(b)  After  we  receive  notice  from  the 
Veterans  Administration.  If  we  certify 
your  monthly  benefit  or  lump-sum  death 
payment  as  determined  under  the 
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deemed  insured  status  provisions  in 
§  404.1350  after  we  receive  notice  from 
the  Veterans  Administration  that  a 
pension  or  compensation  is  payable  to 
you,  our  payments  to  you  are  erroneous 
whether  or  not  they  exceed  the  amount 
of  the  accrued  pension  or  compensation 
payable. 

§  404.1363  Treatment  of  social  security 
benefits  or  payments  where  Federal  benefit 
payable  other  than  by  Veterans 
Administration. 

If  we  certify  your  monthly  benefit  or 
liunp-sum  death  parent  based  on 
World  War  II  or  post-World  War  n 
wage  credits  after  we  receive  notice 
'from  another  Federal  agency  or 
instrumentality  of  the  United  States 
(other  than  the  Veterans 
Administration]  that  a  Federal  benefit  is 
payable  to  you  by  that  agency  or 
instrumentality  based  on  the  veteran’s 
World  War  II  or  post-World  War  II 
active  service,  our  payments  to  you  are 
erroneous  to  the  extent  the  payments 
are  based  on  the  World  War  II  or  post- 
World  War  n  wage  credits.  The 
payments  are  erroneous  beginning  with 
the  first  month  you  are  eligible  for  the 
Federal  benefit 

Evidence  of  Active  Service  and 
Membership  in  a  Uniformed  Service 

§  404.1370  Evidence  sf  active  service  and 
separation  from  active  service. 

(a)  General.  When  you  file  an 
application  for  a  monthly  benefit  or 
lump-sum  death  payment  based  on  the 
active  service  of  a  World  War  n  or  post- 
World  War  II  veteran,  you  must  submit 
evidence  of — 

(1)  Your  entitlement  as  required  by 
Subpart  H  of  this  part  or  other  evidence 
that  may  be  expressly  required; 

(2)  The  veteran’s  period  in  active 
service  of  the  United  States;  and 

(3)  The  veteran’s  type  of  separation 
from  active  service  of  the  United  States. 

(b)  Evidence  we  accept  We  accept  as 
proof  of  a  veteran’s  active  service  and 
separation  from  active  service — 

(1)  An  original  certificate  of  discharge, 
or  an  original  certificate  of  service,  from 
the  appropriate  military  service,  from 
the  United  States  Public  Health  Service, 
or  from  the  United  States  Coast  and 
Geodetic  Survey; 

(2)  A  certified  copy  of  the  original 
certificate  of  discharge  or  service  made 
by  the  State,  county,  city  agency  or 
department  in  which  the  original 
certificate  is  recorded; 

(3)  A  certification  from  the 
appropriate  military  service.  United 
States  Public  HealA  Service,  or  United 
States  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 
showing  the  veteran’s  period  of  active 
service  and  type  of  separation; 


(4)  A  certification  from  a  local 
selective  service  board  showing  the 
veteran’s  period  of  active  service  and 
type  of  separation;  or 

(5)  Other  evidence  that  proves  the 
veteran’s  period  of  active  service  and 
type  of  separation. 

S  404.1371  Evidence  of  membership  in  a 
uniformed  service  during  the  years  1957 
through  1967. 

(a)  General.  When  you  file  an 
application  for  a  monthly  benefit  or 
lump-sum  death  payment  based  on  the 
services  of  a  member  of  a  uniformed 
service  during  the  years  1957  through 
1967,  you  should  submit  evidence 
identifying  the  member’s  uniformed 
service  and  showing  the  period(s)  he  or 
she  was  on  active  duty  during  those 
years. 

(b)  Evidence  we  accept  The  evidence 
we  will  accept  includes  any  official 
correspondence  showing  the  member’s 
status  as  an  active  service  member 
during  the  appropriate  period,  a 
certification  of  service  by  the  uniformed 
service,  official  earnings  statements, 
copies  of  the  member’s  Form  W-2,  and 
military  orders,  for  the  appropriate 
period. 

(FR  Doc  80-7912  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 
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Food  and  Drug  Administration 

21  CFR  Part  184 

[Docket  No.  78N-0013] 

Suifuric  Acid  and  Ammonium,  Caicium, 
Potassium,  and  Sodium  Sulfates; 
Affirmation  of  Gras  Status 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  80-2037,  published  at  page 
6084,  on  Friday,  January  25, 1980,  on 
page  6086,  in  the  first  column,  in  the 
sixth  line  of  §  184.1143(a},  “Sulfuric  acid 
and  with  ammonium’’  should  be 
corrected  to  read  “sulfuric  acid  with 
anunonium’’. 

BIUJNQ  CODE  1505-01-M 


21  CFR  Part  186 

[Docket  No.  76CM)108] 

Indirect  Food  Substances  Affirmed  as 
Generally  Recognized  as  Safe;  Sodium 
Chlorite 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  affirming  that 
sodium  chlorite  is  generally  recognized 
as  safe  (GRAS]  for  use  as  a  slimicide  in 


the  manufacture  of  paper  and 
paperboard  that  contact  food.  This 
action,  based  on  an  industry  petition 
requesting  such  affirmation,  hsts  the 
substance  in  the  regulations  as  an 
indirect  food  substance  afiirmed  as 
GRAS. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  14, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Corbin  I.  Miles,  Bureau  of  Foods  (HFF- 
335],  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare,  200  C  St.  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20204,  202^72-4750. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 
accordance  with  the  procedures 
described  in  S  170.35  (21  CFR  170.35], 
Olin  Chemicals,  120  Long  Ridge  Rd., 
Stamford,  CT  06904  submitted  a  petition 
(GRASP  3G0013]  requesting  affirmation 
that  sodium  chlorite  used  as  a  slimicide 
in  the  manufacture  of  paper  and 
paperboard  that  contact  food  is 
generally  recognized  as  safe  (GRAS].  A 
notice  of  filing  of  the  petition  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
April  16, 1976  (41  FR  16194],  and 
interested  persons  were  given  an 
opportxmity  to  review  the  petition  and  to 
submit  comments  to  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Food  and  Drug  Administration.  No 
comments  were  received  in  response  to 
this  notice. 

Sodium  chlorite  exists  as  slightly 
hygroscopic  white  crystals  or  fiakes.  It 
is  manufactured  by  passing  chlorine 
dioxide  into  a  solution  of  sodium 
hydroxide  and  hydrogen  peroxide. 

Sodiiun  chlorite  has  been  used  as  a 
bleach  in  the  manufacture  of  paper  for 
more  than  40  years,  and  it  has  been  used 
as  a  paper  mill  slimicide  since  1960.  The 
petitioner  has  proposed  that  this 
ingredient  be  used  as  a  slimicide  in  the 
manufactiu'e  of  paper  and  paperboard 
intended  for  food  contact.  Information 
supplied  by  the  petitioner  indicates  that, 
at  a  concentration  of  125  parts  per 
million,  sodium  chlorite  kills  at  least  80 
percent  of  the  microorganisms  specified 
in  the  American  Society  for  Testing  and 
Materials  (ASTM]  standard  method  for 
determining  the  efficacy  of  slimicides  for 
the  paper  industry  (Annual  Book  of 
ASTM  Standards,  Part  46  E599-77,  E60O- 
77,  American  Society  for  Testing  and 
Materials,  Philadelphia,  PA  19103 
(1977]].  It  is  estimated  that  a  maximum 
of  about  8  parts  per  billion  of  sodium 
chlorite  could  migrate  to  food  from 
packaging  manufactured  with  250  parts 
per  million  of  the  slimicide.  At  this  low 
level  of  migration,  neither  sodium 
chlorite  nor  its  degradation  products 
would  present  any  significant  hazard  if 
consumed  in  food. 

After  a  comprehensive  review  of  all 
data  regarding  the  use  of  sodium 


i 
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chlorite  as  a  slimidde.  the  agency  found 
that: 

1.  Sodium  chlorite  was  not  eligible  for 
GRAS  status  as  a  paper  mill  sli^cide  - 
based  on  its  common  use  in  the  United 
States  before  January  1. 1958. 

2.  Sodium  chlorite  is  GRAS  based  on 
the  submission  of  sufficient  safety  and 
functionality  data  supporting  the  use 
requested. 

3.  This  substance  is  safe  for  the 
indirect  food  use  requested. 

4.  This  substance  performs  the 
functional  effect  claimed  by  the 
petitioner. 

Accordingly,  the  agency  concludes,  in 
accordance  with  §  186.1(b)(2)  (21  CFR 
186.1(b)(2)),  that  the  use  and  level  of  use 
of  so^um  chlorite  as  set  forth  in  the 
petition  is  GRAS. 

In  the  past,  FDA  routinely  adopted 
food  grade  specifications  for  indirect 
substances  diat  it  affirmed  as  GRAS  in 
Part  186  (21  CFR  Part  186).  Recently, 
however,  the  agency  has  reconsidered 
the  necessity'  of  imposing  food  grade 
specifications  on  indirect  GRAS 
substances.  The  agency  has  concluded 
that,  as  a  general  ^e,  food  grade 
specifications  are  not  necessary  to 
assure  the  safety  of  an  indirect  GRAS 
substance,  provided  the  substance  is  of 
a  purity  suitable  for  its  intended  use  in 
accordance  with  8  170.30(h)(1)  (21  CFR 
170.30(h)(1)).  This  conclusion  is  based 
on  the  fact  that  indirect  uses  generally 
result  in  extremely  low  levels  of 
consumer  exposure  to  the  additive  and 
correspondingly  low  levels  of  exposure 
to  any  impurities  that  may  be  present.  If 
food  grade  specifications  are  found 
necessary  in  a  particular  case  to  assure 
the  safety  of  an  indirect  GRAS 
ingredient,  the  agency  will  include  them 
in  the  regulation.  The  agency  intends  to 
publish  a  proposal  in  the  near  future  to 
amend  its  procedural  regulations  in  Part 
186  to  reflect  this  new  policy  regarding 
specifications  for  indirect  GRAS 
substances. 

In  the  case  of  sodium  chlorite,  the 
FDA  concludes  that  specifications  are 
not  necessary.  Therefore,  the  regulation 
governing  the  use  of  sodium  chlorite  as 
an  indirect  GRAS  ingredient  does  not 
include  food  grade  specifications. 

Therefore,  imder  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  201(s), 

409,  701(a),  52  StaL  1055,  72  Stat  1764- 
1788  as  amended  (21  U.S.C.  321(s),  348, 
371(a)))  and  under  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
(21  CFR  5.1),  Part  188  is  amended  by 
adding  new  8  186.1750  to  read  as 
follows: 

$  186.1750  Sodium  chlorite. 

(a)  Sodium  chlorite  (NaClOs,  CAS 
Reg.  No.  775S-19-2)  exists  as  slightly 


hygroscopic  v«diite  crystals  or  flakes.  It 
is  manufactured  by  passing  chlorine 
dioxide  into  a  solution  of  sodium 
hydroxide  and  hydrogen  peroxide. 

(b)  The  ingredient  is  used  at  levels 
from  125  to  250  parts  per  million  as  a 
slimicide  in  the  manufacture  of  paper 
and  paperboard  that  contact  foocL 
Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be 
effective  March  14, 1980. 

(Secs.  201(s).  409,  701(a),  52  Stat  1055,  72  Stat 
1784-1768  as  amended  (21  U.S.C  321(s),  348, 
371(a))) 

Dated:  March  6, 1960. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

|FR  Doc  80-770e  Filed  S-13-aa  ass  aiB) 

BILUNO  CODE  4110-eS-ll 


21  CFR  Parts  5, 312 

Redelegations  of  Authority  From  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs; 
Investigational  New  Drugs 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  document  amends  the 
regulations  for  delegations  of  authority 
relating  to  termination  of  exemptions  for 
investigational  new  drugs  (IND)  for 
human  use.  The  Associate  Director  for 
New  Drug  Evaluation,  Bureau  of  Drugs, 
is  being  delegated  authority  to  terminate 
an  IND  if  a  sponsor  fails  to  submit  an 
annual  progress  report  This  action  is 
being  t^en  so  that  this  procedural  type 
of  termination  can  be  processed  more 
efficiently.  For  purposes  of  clarity,  the 
document  also  revises  the  delegation  to 
indicate  specifically  that  the  authority 
delegated  includes  authority  to  make 
initial  findings  that  may  lead  to 
termination.  To  make  provisions 
consistent  with  other  sections  involving 
delegated  functions.  8  312.1(d)  (21  CFR 
312.1(d))  is  amended  by  substituting  “the 
Commissioner”  for  the  existing 
reference  to  Bureau  of  Drugs  officials. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  14, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  L  Miller,  Office  of  Management 
and  Operations  (HFA-340),  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare.  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville.  MD  20857, 301- 
443-4978. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
this  delegation  of  authority  the 
Associate  Director  for  New  Drug 
Evaluation,  Bureau  of  Drugs,  will  be 
authorized  to  terminate  an  IND 
(investigational  new  drug  exemption) 
when  the  sponsor  has  filed  to  respond  to 
a  request  to  submit  the  required  annual 


progress  repbrt  In  addition,  the 
delegation  to  Bureau  officials  to  notify 
sponsors  and  invite  correction  is  being 
clarified  to  state  that  it  includes  as  well 
the  authority  to  make  initial  findings 
that  may  lead  to  termination. 

Further  redelegation  of  die  authority 
delegated  is  not  authorized.  Authority 
delegated  to  a  position  by  title  may  be 
exercised  by  a  person  officially 
designated  to  serve  in  such  position  in 
an  acting  capacity  or  on  a  temporary 
basis,  unless  proUbited  by  a  restriction 
written  into  t^  document  designating 
him  or  her  as  “acting,”  or  unless 
exercise  of  the  authority  is  not  legally 
permissible. 

In  addition,  for  purposes  of 
consistency,  8  312.1(d)  (21  CFR  312.1(d)) 
is  revised  by  substituti^  “the 
Commissioner"  for  the  present  reference 
to  officials  of  the  Bureau  of  Drugs  who 
have  been  delegated  authority  to  make 
the  findings  set  forth  in  that  section  and 
to  notify  sponsors  and  invite  correction. 
This  revision  makes  the  language 
consistent  with  that  of  other  provisions 
concerning  delegated  authority.  The 
delegations  set  forth  in  8  <’>•71  (21  CFR 
5.71)  set  forth  specifically  those  officials 
of  the  Bureau  of  Drugs  who  may  make 
the  findings  set  forth  in  8  312, 1(d).  notify 
sponsors  of  these  findings,  and  invite 
correction. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  701(a).  52 
Stat.  1055  (21  U.S.C.  371(a)))  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the'  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  5.1),  Parts  5 
and  312  are  amended  as  follows: 

PART  5— DELEGATIONS  OF 
AUTHORITY  AND  ORGANIZATION 

1.  In  Part  5,  by  revising  8  5.71.  to  read 
as  follows: 

8  5.71  Termination  of  exemptions  for  new 
drugs  for  investigational  use  in  human 
beings  or  in  animals. 

(a)  The  Director  and  Deputy  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  Drugs  are  authorized  to 
perform  all  the  functions  of  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  on  the 
termination  of  exemptions  for  new  drugs 
for  investigational  use  in  human  beings 
under  8  312.1  and  in  animals  under 
8  312.9  of  this  chapter,  except  those  for 
biological  products  (unless  the  product 
is  also  a  radioactive  drug),  and  products 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bureau  of 
Biologies  in  8  312.1(j)  of  this  chapter  for 
which  authority  has  been  delegated  in 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section. 

(1)  The  Associate  Director  for  New 
Drug  Evaluation  of  the  Bureau  of  Drugs 
is  authorized  to  terminate  exemptions 
for  new  drugs  for  investigational  use 
when  sponsors  fail  to  submit  an  aimual 
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progress  report  under  S  312.1(dKlO)  of 
this  chapter. 

(2)  The  Associate  Director  and  Deputy 
Associate  Director  for  New  Drug 
Evaluation  and  the  Directors  of  the 
Divisions  of:  Anti-Infective  Drug 
Products,  Cardio-Renal  Drug  Products, 
Surgical-Dental  Drug  Products, 
Metabolism  and  Endocrine  Drug 
Products,  Neuropharmacological  Drug 
Products,  and  Oncology  and 
Radiopharmaceutical  Drug  Products  of 
the  Bureau  of  Drugs  are  authorized  to 
make  the  findings  set  forth  in  §  312.1(d] 
of  this  chapter  and  to  notify  sponsors 
and  invite  correction  before  termination 
action  on  such  exemptions. 
***** 

PART  312— NEW  DRUGS  FOR 
INVESTIGATIONAL  USE 

2.  In  Part  312,  by  revising  the 
introductory  text  of  paragraph  (d)  of 
§  312.1  to  read  as  foUows: 

§  312.1  Conditions  for  exemption  of  new 
drugs  for  investigational  use. 
***** 

(d)  If  the  Commissioner  finds  that: 

*  *  *  *  *  * 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  is 
effective  March  14, 1980. 

(Sec.  701(a),  52  Stat  1055  (21  U.S.C.  371(a])) 
Dated:  March  6, 1980. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7707  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLINO  CODE  4110-03-M 

21  CFR  Parts  431, 436, 440, 442, 446, 
449 

[Docket  No.  79N-^173] 

Antibiotic  Drugs;  Updating  and 
Technical  Changes 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  document  amends  the 
antibiotic  regulations  by  making 
corrections,  noncontroversial  technical 
changes,  and  revocation  to  update  the 
regulations  providing  for  the 
certification  of  antibiotic  and  antibiotic- 
containing  drugs  for  hmnan  use.  These 
changes  will  result  in  more  accurate  and 
usable  regulations  that  reflect  current 
certification  practices. 

DATES:  Effective  March  14, 1980. 
Comments  by  April  14, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  to  the 
Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857. 


FDR  FURTHER  INFDRMATIDN  CDNTACT: 

Joan  Eckert  Bureau  of  Drugs  (HFD-140), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
MD  20857,  301-443-4290. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFDRMATIDN:  The 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  (FDA)  is 
amending  the  antibiotic  drug  regulations 
by  making  corrections,  noncontroversial 
technical  changes,  and  revocation  in 
several  antibiotic  drug  regulations  that 
provide  for  certification  of  antibiotic 
and  antibiotic-containing  drugs  intended 
for  human  use.  To  aid  in  understanding 
the  types  of  changes  included  in  this 
document  the  changes  have  been 
grouped  into  three  general  classes  for 
discussion  in  this  preamble:  monograph 
corrections,  minor  noncontroversi^ 
technical  changes,  and  revocation. 

Monograph  Corrections 

1.  In  S  436.305(e),  the  word  "through” 
is  corrected  to  read  “trough”  and  the 
word  "in”  is  added  to  complete  the 
sentence. 

2.  In  §  440.55a,  the  spelling  of  the 
words  "moisture”  and  "absorbance”  are 
corrected,  and  the  reference  to  S  436.203 
is  corrected  to  read  §  "436.203(a)”. 

3.  In  S  440.74a,  the  word  "units”  is 
added  following  the  figure  "900”  in 
paragraph  (a)(l}(i),  and  the  figure  "5”  is 
changed  to  read  "5.0”  in  paragraph 
(a)(l)(vi). 

4.  In  S  440.80a,  the  spelling  of 
"potassium”  is  corrected  in  paragraph 
(a)(1),  and  the  spelling  of  "pyrogens”  is 
corrected  in  paragraph  (a)(3)(i). 

5.  In  S  442.106,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  May  16, 1978  (43  FR 
20978),  the  word  "into”  in  (b)(l)(ii)  is 
corrected  to  read  "in”. 

Technical  Changes 

1.  In  the  fee  schedule  appearing  in 
S  431.53(b)(1),  one  item,  "Minocycline 
content”  has  been  deleted,  and  one  item, 
"Column  chromatography”  has  been 
inserted  alphabetically,  llie  same  test  is 
performed  for  other  antibiotic  products 
in  addition  to  minocycline.  Radier  than 
list  the  test  for  each  specific  drug,  the 
general  term  is  used. 

2.  The  dimensions  for  the  cylindrical 
glass  jar  described  in  §  436.308(a)(2)  are 
corrected. 

3.  In  §  442.106,  the  word 
"monohydrate”  is  added  to  the  section 
heading  and  to  the  first  sentence  in 
paragraph  (a)(1)  to  correctly  identify  the 
drug. 

4.  In  §  442.127c(a)(l).  the  word 
"monohydrate”  is  deleted  firom  the 
potency  statement.  Potency  is  based  on 
actual  content  of  the  drug  and  does  not 
include  waters  of  Jiydration. 


5.  In  §  446.180c,  the  content  statement 
in  paragraph  (a)(1)  is  revised  to  specify 
that  the  standard  of  comparison  is 
tetracycline  hydrochloride,  not 
tetracycline.  The  number  of  containers 
required  in  paragraph  (a)(3)(ii)(h]  is 
changed  from  "10”  to  “5”  and  a 
misspelled  word  is  corrected.  Five 
containers  are  sufficient  for  a  sample  for 
all  packaged  sizes. 

6.  Section  446.581  is  redesignated  as 
S  446.581d,  and  a  new  "umbrella 
phrase”  heading  is  added  as  S  446.581. 

7.  In  S  449.204.  the  first  sentence  is 
revised  to  more  accurately  provide  for 
all  products  certified  imder  this 
monograph. 

Revocation 

Section  446.180d  is  revoked.  The 
antibiotic  drug  product  certified  under 
this  monograph  is  no  longer  being 
marketed.  There  is  only  one 
manufacturer  and  the  firm  has  agreed  to 
the  revocation.  (Copy  of  letter  of 
agreement  from  firm  is  on  file  at  the 
office  of  the  Hearing  Qerk,  address 
above.) 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
has  determined  in  accordance  with 
§  25.24(b)(22)  (21  CFR  25.24(b)(22)). 
proposed  in  the  Federal  Renter  of 
December  11, 1979  (44  FR  71742],  that 
this  action  is  of  a  type  that  does  not 
have  a  significant  effect  on  the  human 
environment  Therefore,  neither  an 
environmental  assessment  nor  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is 
required. 

Therefore,  imder  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  507, 59 
Stat  463,  as  amended  (21  U.S.C.  357]) 
and  under  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  (21 
CFR  5.1)  Parts  431, 436,  440, 442,  446,  and 
449  are  amended  as  follows: 

PART  431— CERTIFICATION  OF 
ANTIBIOTIC  DRUGS 

§431.53  [Amended] 

1.  Part  431  is  amended  in  §  431.53  Fees 
by  deleting  “Minocycline  content — 121” 
from,  and  by  alphabetically  inserting 
"Column  chromatography — 121”  in,  the 
table  in  paragraph  (b](l]. 
***** 

PART  436— TESTS  AND  METHODS  OF 
ASSAY  OF  ANTIBIOTIC  AND 
ANTIBIOTIC-CONTAINING  DRUGS 

2.  Part  436  is  amended  as  follows: 

a.  In  §  436.305,  the  second  sentence  in 
paragraph  (e)  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  436.305  Thin  layer  chromatographic 
identity  test  for  hetacillin. 
***** 
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(e)  Procedure.  *  *  *  Pour  developing  ' 
solvent  into  the  glass  trough  in  the 

bottom  of  the  chromatography  tank. 

*  *  * 

«  *  *  *  * 

b.  In  $  436.308,  paragraph  (a](2]  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  436.308  Paper  chromatography  identity 
test  for  tetracyciines. 

(a)*  ‘  * 

(2)  Chamber  (chromatographic). 
Cylindrical  glass  chromatographic  jar, 

25  centimeters  high  by  12  centimeters  in 
diameter,  with  a  ground-glass  lid. 

***** 

PART  440— PENICILLIN  ANTIBIOTIC 
DRUGS 

3.  Part  440  is  amended  as  follows: 

a.  In  §  440.55a.  by  revising  paragraph 
(a)(3)(i);  the  third  sentence  in  paragraph 
{b)(7j;  and  paragraph  (b)(8)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  440.55a  Sterile  peniciilin  G  benzathine. 

(a) *  *  * 

(3)  *  “ 

(i)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on  the 
batch  for  potency,  sterility,  pyrogens, 
safety,  moisbire,  pH,  penicillin  G 
content,  and  crystallinity. 

***** 

(b) ‘  *  • 

(7)  *  *  *  Using  a  suitable 
spectrophotometer  equipped  with  a 
quartz  cell  and  absolute  methy  alcohol 
as  the  blank,  determine  the  absorbance 
at  263  nanometers.  *  *  * 

(8)  Crystallinity.  Proceed  as  directed 
in  S  436.203(a)  of  this  chapter. 

b.  In  §  440.74a,  by  revising  paragraph 
(a)(1)  (i)  and  (vi)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  440.74a  Sterile  penicillin  G  procaine. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(!)!*• 

(i)  Its  potency  is  not  less  than  900 
units  and  not  more  than  1,050  imits  per 
milligram. 

***** 

(vi)  Its  pH  in  a  saturated  aqueous 
solution  (about  300  milligrams  per 
milliliter)  is  not  less  than  5.0  and  not 
more  than  7.5. 

***** 

c.  In  S  440.80a,  by  revising  the  first 
sentence  in  paragraph  (a)(1)  and  by 
revising  paragraph  (a)(3)(i)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  440.80a  Sterile  penicillin  G  potassium, 
(a)*  •  • 

(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength, 
quality,  and  purity.  Penicillin  G 
potassium  is  potassium  3,3-dimethyl-7- 
oxo-6-(2-phenylacetamido)-4-thia-l- 


azabicyclo  [3.2.0]  heptane-2- 
carboxylate.  *  *  * 
***** 

(3)*  ‘  • 

(i)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on  the 
bat^  for  potency,  sterility,  pyrogens, 
safety,  loss  on  d^ing,  pH,  penicillin  G 
content,  and  crystallinity. 
***** 

PART  442— CEPHA  ANTIBIOTIC 
DRUGS 

4.  Part  442  is  amended  as  follows: 

a.  In  §  442.106,  by  revising  the  section 
heading;  the  first  sentence  in  paragraph 
(a)(1);  and  the  first  sentence  in 
paragraph  (b](l)(ii]  to  read  as  follows: 

§  442.106  Cefadroxil  monohydrate 
capsules. 

(a)  *  •  * 

(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength, 
quality,  and  purity.  Cefadhoxil 
monohydrate  capsules  are  composed  of 
cefadroxil  monohydrate  and  one  or 
more  suitable  and  harmless  lubricants 
and  diluents  enclosed  in  a  gelatin 
capsule.  •  *  * 

***** 

(b) *  *  * 

(!)•** 

(ii)  Hydroxylamine  colorimetric 
assay.  Proceed  as  directed  in 

S  442.40(b](l)(ii)  of  this  chapter, 
preparing  the  sample  as  follows:  Blend  a 
representative  number  of  capsules  in  a 
hi^-speed  glass  blender  jar  with 
siifficient  distilled  water  to  give  a  stock 

solution  of  convenient  concentration. 

*  *  * 

***** 

b.  In  §  442.127c,  by  revising  the  third 
sentence  in  paragraph  (a)(l]  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  442.127c  Cephalexin  monohydrate  for 
oral  suspension. 

(a)*  *  • 

(1)  *  *  *  Its  potency  is  satisfactory  if 
it  is  not  less  than  90  percent  and  not 
more  than  120  percent  of  the  number  of 
milligrams  of  cephalexin  that  it  is 
represented  to  contain.  *  *  * 
***** 

PART  446— TETRACYCLINE 
ANTIBIOTIC  DRUGS 

5.  Part  446  is  amended  as  follows: 

a.  In  §  446.180c.  by  revising  the  second 
sentence  in  paragraph  (a)(1)  and  by 
revising  paragraph  (a)(3)(ii)(h)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  446.160c  Tetracycline  oral  suspension, 
(a)*  *  * 


(1)  *  *  *  Each  milliliter  contains 
tetracycline  equivalent  to  25  milligrams 
of  tetracycline  hydrochloride.  *  *  * 
***** 

(3)  *  *  * 

(ii)*  *  * 

(h)  The  batch:  A  minimum  of  5 
immediate  containers. 

***** 

§  446.180d  [Revoked] 

b.  Section  446.180d  Tetracycline  for 
oral  suspension  is  revoked. 

§446.581d  [Redesignated  from  §  446.581] 

c.  Section  446.581  is  redesignated  as 
S  446.581d  Tetracycline  hydrochloride 
ointment  and  new  §  446.581  is  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

9  446.581  Tetracycline  hydrochloride 
deimatologic  dosage  forms. 

PART  449— ANTIFUNGAL  ANTIBIOTIC 
DRUGS 


§  449.204  Amphotericin  B  for  injection. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength, 
quality,  and  purity.  Amphotericin  B  for 
injection  is  a  dry  mixture  containing  in 
each  immediate  container  50  milligrams 
of  amphotericin  B.  41  milligrams  of 
sodium  desoxycholate,  and  suitable 
buffering  substances.  *  *  * 
***** 

Because  this  amendment  institutes 
changes  that  are  either  corrective, 
editorial,  or  of  a  minor  substantive 
nature,  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  finds  for  good  cause  that 
prior  notice  and  public  procedure  are 
unnecessary.  However  interested 
persons  may  on  or  before  April  14, 1980, 
submit  to  the  Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-  305), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-62 
5600  Fishers  Lane.  Rockville,  MD  20857, 
written  comments  on  this  proposal.  Four 
copies  of  any  comments  are  to  be 
submitted,  except  that  individuals  may 
submit  one  copy.  Comments  are  to  be 
identified  with  the  Hearing  Clerk  docket 
number  found  in  brackets  in  the  heading 
of  this  dociunent  Received  comments 
may  be  seen  in  the  above-named  office 
between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

Agency  regulations  for  the  issuance, 
amendment  or  repeal  of  any  regulation 
under  section  507  of  the  act  require  that 
€my  person  who  will  be  adversely 
affected  by  the  foregoing  regulation  be 
given  an  opporbinity  to  file  objections  to 
it,  request  a  hearing,  and  show 
reasonable  grounds  for  the  hearing.  Any 
person  who  decides  to  seek  a  hearing 


6.  Part  449  is  amended  in 
9  449.204(a)(l]  by  revising  the  first 
sentence  to  read  as  follows: 
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must  file  (1)  on  or  before  April  14, 1980  a 
written  notice  of  participation  and 
request  for  hearing,  and  (2)  on  or  before 
May  13, 1980  the  data,  information,  and 
analyses  on  which  the  person  relies  to 
justify  a  hearing,  as  specified  in  S  430.20. 
The  procedures  and  requirements 
governing  this  order  are  contained  in 
§  430.20.  A  request  for  a  hearing  may  not 
rest  upon  mere  allegations  or  denials, 
but  must  set  forth  specific  facts  showing 
that  there  is  a  genuine  and  substantial 
issue  of  fact  that  requires  a  hearing.  If  it 
conclusively  appears  from  the  face  of 
the  data,  information,  and  factual 
analyses  in  the  request  for  hearing  that 
no  genuine  and  substantial  issue  of  fact 
precludes  the  action  taken  by  this  order, 
or  if  a  request  for  hearing  is  not  made  in 
the  required  format  or  with  the  required 
analyses,  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and 
Drugs  will  enter  summary  judgment 
against  the  person(s)  who  requests  the 
hearing,  making  findings  and 
conclusions  and  denying  a  hearing. 

All  hearing  requests  submitted  under 
this  order  must  be  filled  in  five  copies, 
identifying  the  docket  number  appearing 
in  the  heading  of  this  order,  with  the 
Hearing  Clerl^  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (HFA~305),  Rm.  4-62, 
5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857. 

All  submissions  under  this  order, 
except  for  data  and  information 
prohibited  from  public  disclosure  under 
21  U.S.C.  331(j)  or  18  U.S.C.  1905,  may  be 
seen  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  will  be 
effective  March  14, 1980. 

(Sec.  507, 59  StaL  463  as  amended  (21  U.S.C. 
357)) 

Dated:  March  5, 1980. 

Mary  A.  McEniry, 

Assistant  Director  for  Regulatory  Affairs, 
Bureau  of  Drugs. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7578  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 
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21  CFR  Parts  436, 440, 442, 444, 446, 
and  455 . 

[Docket  No.  80N-0039] 

Antibiotic  Drugs;  Updating  and 
Tochnicai  Changes 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  document  amends  the 
antibiotic  regulations  by  making 
corrections,  noncontroversial  technical 
changes,  and  revocation  to  update  the 
regulations  providing  for  the 
certification  of  antibiotic  and  antibiotic- 
containing  drugs  for  human  use.  These 


changes  will  result  in  more  accmate  and 
usable  regulations  that  reflect  current 
certification  practices. 
dates:  Effective  March  14, 1980; 
comments  by  April  14. 1980. 
address:  Written  comments  to  the 
Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and 
Drug  Administration.  Rm.  4-62,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Joan  Eckert,  Bureau  of  Drugs  (HFD-140), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
Department  of  Health.  Education,  and 
Welfare,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
MD  20857,  301-443-^290. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  (FDA)  is 
amending  the  antibiotic  drug  regulations 
by  making  corrections,  noncontroversial 
technical  changes,  and  revocations  in 
several  antibiotic  drug  regulations  that 
provide  for  certification  of  antibiotic 
and  antibiotic-containing  drugs  intended 
for  human  use.  To  aid  in  understanding 
the  types  of  changes  included  in  this 
document,  the  changes  have  been 
grouped  into  three  general  classes  for 
discussion  in  this  preamble:  Monograph 
corrections,  minor  noncontroversi^ 
technical  changes,  and  revocation. 

Monograph  Corrections 

1.  In  §  436.308(b).  the  letter  “R"  is 
corrected  to  read  "B/'  in  the  last 
sentence. 

2.  In  §  440.41a.  the  heading  of 
paragraph  (b)(8]  is  corrected  by  deleting 
the  words  “sodium"  and 
“monohydrate."  The  test  is  actually  a 
measure  of  the  active  moiety,  nafcillin 
content,  not  sodium  nafcillin 
monohydrate. 

3.  In  §  440.107e,  the  words  "moisture 
content"  are  corrected  to  “loss  on 
drying"  in  the  fifth  sentence  of 
paragraph  (a)(1),  and  the  word 
“moisture"  is  corrected  to  “loss  on 
drying"  in  paragraph  (a)(3)(i)(c).  The  test 
method  used  is  “loss  on  dr;^g,"  not 
“moisture." 

4.  In  §  442.40,  the  diagram  showing  the 
arrangment  of  the  apparatus  and  flow  of 
samples  and  reagents  in  the 
hydroxylamine  calorimetric  assay  is 
corrected  in  paragraph  (b)(l)(ii). 

5.  In  §  442.140a,  the  figure  “60.0"  is 
corrected  to  “6.0"  in  the  fifth  sentence  in 
paragraph  (a)(1). 

6.  In  §s  444.80  and  444.81a.  the 
chemical  name  is  corrected  in  the  first 
sentence  in  paragraph  (a)(1). 

7.  In  8  446.21.  me  word 
“monohydrate"  is  added  to  the  sentence 
in  paragraph  (a)(l)(vi).  Ihe  identity  test 
method  detects  &e  water  of  hydration 
as  well  as  the  drug;  therefore, 
monohydrate  shodd  be  included  in  the 
specification. 


8.  In  8  446.180c.  the  figure  “3.0"  is 
corrected  to  “5.0"  in  the  fifth  sentence  in 
paragraph  (a)(1).  The  established  limit 
as  originally  published  in  8  436.309(b)(7) 
for  4-epianhydrotetracycline  was  5.0 
percent  for  oral  suspensions.  In  the 
updating  dociiment  of  March  17, 1978  (43 
FR  11151),  the  limits  were  transferred 
fi'om  the  test  method  in  8  436.309  to  the 
individual  monographs  for  each  drug. 
The  limit  for  the  tetracycline  oral 
suspension,  8  440.180c.  was  incorrectly 
published  as  3.0.  It  is  corrected  in  this 
document. 

9.  In  8  8  455.10  and  455.10a,  the  figure 
“±3"  is  corrected  to  “100±3"  in  the 
sentence  in  paragraph  (a)(l)(vi).  The 
figure  “100”  was  inadvertently  omitted. 

Technical  Changes 

1.  In  8  436.205(':).  the  diluent  in  the 
table  for  Ampicillin  sodium  has  been 
changed  fi'om  “Distilled  water”  to 
“Buffer."  Sodium  ampicillin  dissolved  in 
distilled  water  results  in  a  solution  with 
a  very  alkaline  pH,  and  degradation 
begins  rapidly.  To  improve  the  test 
method,  distilled  water  is  replaced  by 
buffer. 

2.  In  8  436.308,  the  test  method  has 
been  revised  to  allow  exposure  of  the 
developed  chromatogram  to  ammonia 
vapor.  This  is  a  necessary  step  in  the 
development  of  the  fluorescent  spots. 

3.  In  8  446.120b,  the  second  sentence 
in  paragraph  (b)(1)  has  been  revised. 

The  diluent  for  all  the  other 
tetracyclines  was  changed  to  the 
updating  document  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  March  17, 1978  (43 
FR  11151).  Distilled  water  should  be 
used  for  this  drug  as  well. 

4.  In  8  446.166,  the  word  “may”  has 
been  added  to  the  second  sentence  in 
paragraph  (a)(1).  The  change,  which  was 
requested  by  the  manufacturer,  allows 
for  a  product  without  N-acetyl 
glucosamine  to  be  certified.  (A  copy  of 
the  manufacturer’s  letter  request  is  on 
file  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
address  above.)  It  states  that  the  request 
concerns  the  sale  and  miinufacture  of 
this  product  overseas,  where  certain 
coimtries  require  that  the  drug  meet  the 
specifications  of  the  official  compendia 
but  where  the  manufacturer  is  unable  to 
obtain  this  ingredient.  Deletion  of  N- 
acetyl  glucosamine  will  not  affect  the 
safety  or  efficacy  of  this  product, 
because  it  is  an  inactive  ingredient. 

Revocation 

Section  440.157  is  revoked.  The 
antibiotic  drug  product  certified  under 
this  monograph  is  no  longer  being 
marketed.  There  is  only  one 
manufacturer,  and  the.firm  has  agreed  to 
the  revocation.  (A  copy  of  the  letter  of 
agreement  fi'om  the  fiim  is  on  file  at  the 
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office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk,  address 
above.) 

The  agency  has  determined  under  21 
CFR  25.24(b](22)  (proposed  December 
11, 1979:  44  FR  71742)  that  this  action  is 
of  a  type  that  does  not  individually  or 
cumulatively  have  a  significant  impact 
on  the  human  environment.  Therefore, 
neither  an  environmental  assessment, 
nor  an  environmental  impact  statement 
is  required. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  507,  59 
Stat.  463,  as  amended  (21  U.S.C.  357)) 
and  under  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  (21 
CFR  5.1),  Parts  436,  440,  442,  444,  446, 
and  455  are  amended  as  follows: 

PART  436— TESTS  AND  METHODS  OF 
ASSAY  OF  ANTIBIOTIC  AND 
ANTIBIOTIC-CONTAINING  DRUGS 


1.  Part  436  is  amended  as  follows: 

a.  In  §  436.205,  by  amending  the  table 
in  paragraph  (c)  by  revising  the  entries 
for  "Ampicillin  sodium”  and  “Ampicillin 
trihydrate"  to  read  as  follows: 


§436.205  Hydroxytamine  colorimetric 
assay. 


*  *  * 

(C)  *  *  * 

*  * 

Diluent 

Final  concerv 

(solution 

tration  in 

Antibiotic 

number  as 

miliigrams 

listed  in 

per  millHitei 

1436.101(a)) 

of  sample 

•  *  4 

*  * 

AmpoHin  sodkjm _ 

.  1,,, . 

1.2S 

Ampicinin  Inhydrale _ 

.  Oistilled  water ... 

1.S6 

*  *  * 

*  * 

b.  In  §  436.306,  by  revising  paragraph 
(c)  to  read  as  follows: 


§  436.306  Paper  chromatography  identity 
test  for  tetracyclines. 

*  *  •  *  « 

(c)  Procedure.  Fill  the  chamber  to  a 
depth  of  0.6  centimeter  with  freshly 
prepared  solvent.  Draw  a  starting  line 
about  2.5  centimeters  from  and  parallel 
to  the  bottom  of  the  sheet.  Wet  the  sheet 
thoroughly  with  the  pH  3.5  buffer  and 
blot  it  firmly  between  sheets  of 
absorbent  paper.  Starting  about  5 
centimeters  from  the  edge  of  the  sheet 
and  at  1.5-centimeter  intervals,  apply  to 
the  starting  line  2  microliters  each  of 
standard  solution,  sample  solution,  and 
a  1:1  mixture  of  the  standard  and  sample 
solutions.  Allow  a  few  minutes  for  the 
sheet  to  dry  partially,  and  while  still 
damp  place  it  in  the  chamber  with  the 
bottom  edge  touching  the  solvent.  When 
the  solvent  front  has  risen  about  10 
centimeters,  remove  the  sheet  from  the 


chamber.  Expose  the  paper  to  ammonia 
vapor.  Examine  the  dried  sheet  under  a 
strong  source  of  ultraviolet  light  and 
record  the  position  of  any  fluorescent 
spots.  Measure  the  distance  the  solvent 
front  traveled  from  the  starting  line  and 
the  distance  that  the  fluorescent  spots 
are  from  the  starting  line.  Calculate  the 
Rf  value  by  dividing  the  latter  by  the 
former. 

PART  440— PENICILLIN  ANTIOBIOTIC 
DRUGS 

2.  Part  440  is  amended  as  follows: 

a.  In  §  440.41a,  by  revising  paragraph 
(b)(8)  to  read  as  foUows: 

§  440.41a  Sterile  nafcMin  sodium 
monohydrate. 

***** 

(b)  *  *  * 

(8)  Nafcillin  content  Proceed  as 
directed  in  §  440.41(b)(6). 

***** 

b.  In  §  440,107e,  by  revising  the  fifth 
sentence  in  paragraph  (a)(1)  and  by 
revising  paragraph  (a)(3)(i)(c)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  440. 1 07e  Ampicillin  trihydrate- 
probenecid  capsules. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(1)  *  *  *  Its  loss  on  drying  is  not  less 
than  8.5  percent  and  not  more  than  13.0 
percent.  *  *  * 

(2)  *  “ 

(3)  *  *  * 

(i)  ‘ 

(c)  The  batch  for  ampicillin  content, 
probenecid  content  and  loss  on  drying. 
***** 

§440.157  [Revoked] 

c.  Section  440.157  Penicillin  V 
benzathine  oral  suspension  is  revoked. 

PART  442— CEPHA  ANTIBIOTIC 
DRUGS 

3.  Part  442  is  amended: 

a.  In  §  442.40,  the  diagram  in 
paragraph  (b)(l)(ii)  showing  the 
arrangement  of  the  apparatus  and  flow 
of  samples  and  reagents  in  the 
hydroxylamine  colorimetric  assay  was 
incorrectly  drawn.  Also,  in  the  1979 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  the 
diagram  erroneously  appears  under 
(b)(l)(ii)((y)  Preparation  of  sample 
solutions.  It  should  have  been  placed 
under  (b)(l)(ii)(e)  Procedure.  This 
amendment,  therefore,  is  editorially 
revising  the  text  of  paragraph 
(b)(l)(ii)(e)  to  more  clearly  show  the 
correct  placement  of  the  diagram  and  is 
printing  the  corrected  diagram,  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  442.40  Cephradine. 

*  ♦  ♦  *  * 


/  Rules  and  Regulations 


(b)  *  *  ‘ 

(1)  *  ‘  * 

(ii)  *  *  * 

(a)  Procedure.  Use  the  standard  and 
sample  solutions  prepared  as  indicated 
in  paragraph  (b)(l)(ii)  (c)  and  (d)  of  this 
section,  respectively.  The  arrangement 
of  the  apparatus  and  flow  of  samples 
and  reagents  are  shown  in  the  manifold 
diagram  set  forth  in  this  paragraph 
(b)(l)(ii)(e).  The  sampler  rate  is  usually 
40  per  hour,  but  may  be  varied. 

SILUNQ  CODE  41KMa-M 


BILLING  CODE  411IH>9:C 


ii.4; 
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b.  In  S  442.140a,  by  revising  the  fifth 
sentence  in  paragraph  (a)(1)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  442.140a  Cephradine  for  oral 
auapanaion. 

(a)  ‘  * 

(1)  •  *  *  When  reconsituted  as 
directed  in  the  labeling,  its  pH  is  not  less 
than  3.5  and  not  more  than  6.0.  *  *  * 


PART  444-OUGOSACCHARIDE 
ANTIBIOTIC  DRUGS 

4.  Part  444  is  amended: 

a.  In  §  444.80,  by  revising  the 
introductory  text  of  paragraph  (a)(1)  to 
read  as  follows: 

S  444.80  Tobramycin. 

(a)*  •  * 

(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength, 
quality,  and  purity.  Tobramycin  is  0-3- 
amino-3-deoxy-o-O-glucopyranosyl- 
(l->4)-0-[2,6-diamino-2,3,6-trideoxy-a-0- 
r/ho-hexopyranosyHl-*6)J-2-deoxy-L- 
streptamine.  It  is  so  purified  and  dried 
that: 

*  *  •  *  * 

b.  In  S  444.81a,  by  revising  the 
introductory  text  of  paragraph  (a)(1)  to 
read  as  follows: 

S  444.81a  Sterile  tobramycin  aulfate. 

(a)*  •  * 

(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength, 
quality,  and  purity.  Sterile  tobramycin 
sulfate  is  the  sulfate  salt  of  0-3-amino-3- 
deoxy-a-Z7-glucopyranosyl-(l-»4)-0-[2,6- 
diamino-2,3.6-tridTOxy-a*’Z>-/7Z)o- 
hexopyranosjd-(l— »8)]-2-deoxy-L- 
streptamine.  It  is  a  lyophilized  powder. 

It  is  so  purified  and  dried  that: 


PART  446— TETRACYCLINE 
ANTIBIOTIC  DRUGS 

5.  Part  446  is  amended  as  follows: 
a.  In  S  446.21,  by  revising  paragraph 
(a)(l)(vi)  to  read  as  follows: 

S446.21  Doxycyciine  monohydrate. 


(vi)  It  gives  a  positive  identity  test  for 
doxycyciine  monohydrate. 

*  *  *  •  * 

b.  In  S  446.120b.  by  amending 
paragraph  (b)(1)  by  revising  the  last 
sentence  to  read  as  follows: 

§  446.120b  Doxycyciine  calcium  oral 
suspension. 

*«%*•* 

(b)  *  *  * 

[\)  Potency.  •  *  *  Further  dilute  an 
aliquot  of  the  stock  solution  with  sterile 
distilled  water  to  the  reference 


concentration  of  0.100  microgram  of 
doxycyciine  per  milliliter  (estimated). 

•  •  •  *  • 

c.  In  §  446.166,  by  amending 
paragraph  (a)(1)  by  revising  the  second 
sentence  to  read  as  follows: 

§  446.166  OxytetracycUne  caldtim  oral 
suspensioa 
(a)  *  •  • 

(!)*••  It  may  contain  A/’-acetyl 
glucosamine.  *  *  * 

•  *  *  #  * 

d.  In  §  446.180c.  by  amending 
paragraph  (a)(1)  by  revising  the  fifth 
sentence  to  read  as  follows: 

§  446.1800  Tetracycline  oral  suspension. 

-  (a)  •  •  • 

(!)*•*  Its  4-epianhydrotetracycline 
content  is  not  more  than  5.0 
percent.  •  •  • 


PART  455— CERTAIN  OTHER 
ANTIBIOTIC  DRUGS 

6.  Part  455  is  amended  as  follows: 

a.  In  §  455.10,  by  revising  paragraph 
(a)(l)(vi)  to  read  as  follows: 

S  455.10  ChloramphenicoL 
(a)  *  •  • 

(!}*•• 

(vi)  Its  absorptivity  at  278  nanometers 
is  100±3  percent  of  that  of  the 
chloramphenicol  working  standard 
similarly  treated. 

«  •  •  •  • 

b.  In  S  455.10a,  by  revising  paragraph 
(a)(l)(ix)  to  read  as  follows: 

8  455.10a  Sterile  ChloramphenicoL 
(a)  *  •  * 

(!)**• 

(ix)  Its  absorptivity  at  278  nanometers 
is  100±3  percent  of  that  of  the 
chloramphenicol  working  standard 
similarly  treated. 

*  *  *  •  • 

Because  this  amendment  institutes 
changes  that  are  either  corrective, 
editorial,  or  of  a  minor  substantive 
nature,  FDA  finds  for  good  cause  that 
prior  notice  and  public  procedures  are 
unnecessary.  However,  interested 
persons  may,  on  or  before  April  14, 1980, 
submit  to  the  Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-305). 
Food  and  Drug  Adm^stration,  Rm.  4- 
62. 5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20857,  written  comments  on  this 
proposal.  Four  copies  of  any  comments 
are  to  be  submitted,  except  that 
individuals  may  submit  one  copy. 
Comments  are  to  be  identified  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk  docket  number  found  in 
brackets  in  the  heading  of  this 
document.  Received  comments  may  be 
seen  in  the  above-named  office  between 


9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday. 

Agency  regulations  (8  430.20;  21 CFR 
430.20)  for  the  issuance,  amendment,  or 
repeal  of  any  regulation  under  section 
507  of  the  act  (21  U.S.(i  357)  require  that 
parties  adversely  affected  given  an 
opportimity  to  request  a  hearing. 
Accordingly,  any  person  who  will  be 
adversely  affected  by  the  foregoing 
regulation  may  file  objections  to  it, 
request  a  hearing,  and  show  reasonable 
grounds  for  the  hearing.  Any  person 
who  decides  to  seek  a  hearing  must  file 
(1)  on  or  before  April  14, 1980  a  written 
notice  of  participation  and  request  for 
hearing,  and  (2)  on  or  befma  May  13, 
1980  the  data,  information,  and  analyses 
on  which  the  person  relies  to  justify  a 
hearing,  as  specified  in  §  430.20.  A 
request  for  a  hearing  may  not  rest  upon 
mere  allegations  or  denials,  but  must  set 
forth  spe^c  facts  showing  that  there  is 
a  genuine  and  substantial  issue  of  fact 
that  requires  a  hearing.  If  it  conclusively 
appears  from  the  face  of  the  data, 
information,  and  factual  analyses  in  the 
request  for  hearing  that  no  genuine  and 
substantial  issue  of  fact  precludes  the 
action  taken  by  this  order,  or  if  a  request 
for  hearing  is  not  made  in  fiie  required 
format  or  with  the  required  analyses,  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  will 
enter  summary  judgment  against  the 
person(s)  who  requests  the  hearing, 
making  findings  and  conclusions  and 
denying  a  hearing. 

AJl  hearing  requests  submitted  under 
this  order  must  be  filed  in  five  copies, 

.  identifying  the  docket  number  appearing 
in  the  beading  of  this  order,  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-62, 5600 
Fishers  Lane.  Rockville.  MD  20857. 

All  submissions  under  this  order, 
except  for  data  and  information 
prohibited  fi'om  public  disclosure  under 
21  U.S.C.  331(j)  or  18  U.S.C.  1905,  may  be 
seen  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m..  Monday 
through  Friday. 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  will  be 
effective  March  14, 1980. 

(Sec.  507, 59  StaL  463  as  amended  (21  U.S.C. 
357)) 

Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

Mary  A.  McEniry, 

Assistant  Director  for  Regulatory  Affairs, 
Bureau  of  Drugs. 

(FR  Doc.  80-me  Filed  3-13-80e  B:45  ain| 
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21  CFR  Part  510 

New  Animal  Drugs;  Change  of  Sponsor 
Name 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
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action:  Final  rule. 


summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  amends  the 
animal  drug  regulations  to  reflect  the 
change  of  sponsor  for  several  new 
animal  drug  applications  (NADA’s)  from 
Carter-Glogau  Laboratories  Division, 
Chromalloy  iHiarmaceuticals,  Ina,  to 
Carter-Glogau  Laboratories,  Inc. 
Supplemental  NADA's  filed  by  Carter- 
Glogau  Laboratories.  Inc.,  provide  for 
this  change. 

EFFEcmtE  date:  March  14. 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jack  G  Taylor,  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine  (HFV-136),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville.  MD  20857, 301-443- 
5247. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Carter- 
Glogau  Laboratories,  Inc.,  has  submitted 
supplements  to  several  NADA’s 
providing  for  the  change  of  sponsor 
name.  This  action  is  necessary  because 
of  the  purchase  of  Carter-Glogau  from 
Chromalloy  by  Revco  D.S.,  Inc.  The 
regulations  are  amended  to  reflect  the 
change. 

This  intercorporate  transfer  of 
NADA’s  does  not  involve  changes  in 
facilities,  equipment  procedures,  or 
production  personnel  Under  the  Bureau 
of  Veterinary  Medicine’s  Supplemental 
Approval  Policy  (42  FR  64367,  December 
23. 1977),  this  is  a  Category  I  change; 
therefore,  this  action  does  not  require  a 
reevaluation  of  the  safety  and 
effectiveness  data  in  the  parent 
applications. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(i),  82 
Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C  360b(i]))  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  D^s  (21 CFR  5.1)  and 
redelegated  to  the  Director  of  the  Bmeau 
of  Veterinary  Medicine  (21  CFR  5.83), 

Part  510  is  amended  in  8  510.600  in 
paragraph  (c)  (1)  and  (2)  by  revising  the 
entry  for  "Carter-Glogau  Laboratories 
Division”  to  read  as  follows; 

§  510.600  Names,  addresses,  and  drug 
labeler  codes  of  sponsors  of  approved 
applications. 

***** 

(c)  *  •  • 

(1)  Alphabetical  listing  of  sponsors. 


Oius 

Fimi  name  and  address  (abater 

coda 


*  *  a  •  • 

Carler-Giogau  laboraiorfas,  bic.,  5160  West 
Betti«iy  Home  Rd.  Qtendala.  AZ  65301 _  000381 


(2)  Numerical  listing  of  sponsors 


Drug 

(abate 

coda 

Hrm  name  and 
addraaa 

*  * 

000381 

*  * 

Cartor-Qlogiu 

* 

Laboratories^ 

(n&.  5160  West 

«  * 

Bethany  Home  Rd.  Glendale,  AZ  85301. 

*  *  * 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  is 
effective  March  14. 1980. 

(Sec.  512(i).  82  Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i))) 
Dated:  March  5, 198a 
Donald  A.  Gable, 

Deputy  Associate  Director  for  Scientific 
Evaluation. 

Doc.  80-7S79  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 
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21  CFR  Part  510 

New  Animal  Drugs;  Change  of  Sponsor 
Address 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 


summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  amends  the 
animal  drug  regulations  to  reflect  a 
change  of  address  for  Bums-Biotec 
Laboratories.  Ina 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  14. 1980. 

for  further  information  contact: 

Charles  E.  Haines,  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine  (HFV-138),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 301-443- 
3410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 
Federal  Register  of  December  18, 1979 
(44  FR  74818),  FDA  published  a 
document  indicating  that  Bums-Biotec 
Laboratories,  Ino,  wholly  owned  by 
Schering  Corp.,  was  the  sponsor  of 
several  NADA’s.  *1116  regulations  were 
amended  to  reflect  the  t^ange,  but  failed 
to  reflect  the  appropriate  sponsor 
address.  This  document  amends  the 
regulation  to  reflect  that  address. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(i),  82 
Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C  360b(i)))  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  5.1)  and 
redelegated  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  Veterinary  Medicine  (21  CFR  5.83), 
Part  510  is  amended  in  8  510.600(c)(1) 
and  (2)  by  revising  the  address  for 
Bums-Biotec  Laboratories,  Inc.,  to  read 
as  follows: 


8S10A0O  Nanwa,  addTMSM,  and  drug 
labalar  codas  of  sponsors  of  approved 
applications. 

(c)  •  *  • 

(1)  Alphabetical  listing  of  sponsors. 


Drug 

Rrm  nama  and  addraaa  (abate 

coda 


•  *  •  a  a 

Bums-B(otac  Labocatelea.  Inc,  8530-8536  K 
St.  P.O.  Box  3113,  Omaha,  NE  88103. _  000645 

*  a  a  a  a 


(2)  Numerical  listing  of  sponsors. 


Drug  ,  F(rm  nama  and 

(abate  addraaa 

coda 


*  a  a  a  a 

000845  Sums-Biotac  (.aboraiortaa^  (ne..  8530-8536  K  St. 
P.O.  Box  3113,  Omaha.  NE  68103. 

•  *  a  a  a 


Effective  date.  This  amendment  is 
eflective  March  14. 1980. 

(Sec.  512(i),  82  Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i))) 
Dated:  March  7, 1980.  * 

Robert  A  Baldwin, 

Associate  Director  for  Scientific  Evaluation. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7708  Filed  3-13-80: 8:45  am] 

BHJJNQ  CODE  4110-03-M 


21  CFR  Part  520 

Oral  Dosage  Form  New  Animal  Drugs 
Not  Subject  to  Certification; 
Triamcinoione  Tabiets 

agency:  Food  and  Dmg  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drag 
Administration  (FDA)  amends  the 
animal  drug  regulations  for 
triamcinolone  tablets  to  indicate  those 
conditions  of  use  for  which  applications 
for  approval  of  identical  products  need 
not  include  certain  types  of 
effectiveness  data.  These  conditions  of 
use  were  classified  as  effective  as  a 
result  of  a  National  Academy  of 
Sciences/National  Research  Council 
(NAS/NRC),  Drug  Efficacy  Study  Group 
evaluation  of  the  product.  In  lieu  of 
certain  eflectiveness  data,  approval  may 
require  submission  of  bioequivalence  or 
similar  data.  A  previous  Federal 
Register  publication  has  reflected  that 
this  product  is  in  compliance  with  the 
conclusions  of  the  review. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  14. 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Henry  C  Hewitt,  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine  (HFV-110),  Food  and  Drag 
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Administration.  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Une,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  301-443- 
3430. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

NAS/NRC  review  of  this  product  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
April  12, 1969  (34  FR  6447).  In  that 
document,  the  Academy  concluded,  and 
FDA  concurred,  that  the  product  was 
effective  when  used  as  an  anti¬ 
inflammatory  agent  in  dogs  and  cats. 

That  announcement  was  issued  to 
inform  holders  of  new  animal  drug 
applications  (NADA’s)  of  the  findings  of 
the  Academy  and  the  agency,  and  to 
inform  all  interested  persons  that  such 
articles  could  be  marketed  if  they  were 
the  subject  of  approved  NADA's  and 
otherwise  complied  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act. 

American  Cyanamid  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
400,  Princeton,  N)  08540  responded  to 
the  notice  by  submitting  a  supplemental 
NADA  (12-103V)  providing  current 
information  covering  manufacturing  and 
controls  and  revising  the  labeling  for  the 
safe  and  effective  use  of  the  product  in 
dogs  and  cats  for  its  anti-inflammatory 
activity.  The  supplemental  application 
was  approved  by  a  regulation  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  November  16, 
1971  (36  FR  21809).  The  regulation 
reflecting  this  approval  established  a 
new  section  for  the  drug  in  21  CFR 
135C.55.  recodified  at  21  CFR  520.2480. 
The  new  section  did  not  specify  those 
conditions  of  use  that  were  NAS/NRC 
approved. 

This  document  amends  the  regulations 
to  indicate  those  conditions  of  use  for 
which  applications  for  approval  of 
identical  products  need  not  include 
certain  types  of  effectiveness  data 
required  for  approval  by 
§  514.111(a)(5(vi)  of  the  new  animal  drug 
regulations.  In  lieu  of  those  data, 
approval  of  applications  for  such 
products  may  be  obtained  if  bio¬ 
equivalency  or  similar  data  are 
submitted  as  suggested  in  the  guideline 
for  submitting  NADA’s  for  generic  drugs 
reviewed  by  the  NAS/NRC.  The 
guideline  is  available  fi'om  the  office  of 
the  Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food. 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(i),  82 
Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i)))  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  5.1)  and 
redelegated  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  Veterinary  Medicine  (21  CFR  5.83), 
Part  520  is  amended  in  §  520.2480  by 
adding  after  paragraph  (c)  (1),  (2),  (3), 
and  (4)  the  footnote  reference 


S  520.2480  Triamcinolone  tablets. 
***** 

(c)  Conditions  of  use.  (1)  *  *  *  * 

(2)  *  *  *  * 

(3)  *  *  *  * 

(4)  ...  I 

and  by  adding  at  the  end  of  the  section 
the  footnote  to  read  as  follows: 

'These  conditions  are  NAS/NRC  reviewed  and 
deemed  effective.  Applications  for  these  uses  need 
not  include  effectiveness  data  as  specified  by 
S  514.111  of  this  chapter,  but  may  require 
bioequivalency  and  safety  information. 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  shall  be 
effective  March  14, 1980. 

(Sec.  512(i).  82  Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i))) 
Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

Lester  M.  Crawford, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7710  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4110-03-M 


21  CFR  Part  522 

Implantation  or  injectable  Dosage 
Form  New  Animal  Drugs  Not  Subject  to 
Certification;  Oxytetracycline  Injection 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  animal  drug  regulations 
are  amended  to  reflect  approval  of  a 
new  animal  drug  application  (NADA) 
filed  by  Pfizer,  Inc.,  providing  for  use  of 
a  200-milIigrams-per-milliliter 
oxytetracycline  injection  for  treating 
certain  infections  of  cattle  and  swine. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  14, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Richard  A.  Camevale,  Bureau  of 
Veterinary  Medicine  (HFV-125),  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  Department  of 
Health.  Education,  and  Welfare,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  301- 
443-1788. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Pfizer, 
Inc.,  235  E.  42d  St.,  New  York,  NY  10017, 
filed  an  NADA  (113-232)  providing  for 
use  of  a  200-milligrams-per-milliliter 
oxytetracycline  injection  in  swine  for 
treating  bacterial  enteritis,  pneumonia, 
and  leptospirosis;  in  sows  as  an  aid  in 
controlling  infectious  enteritis  in 
suckling  pigs;  and  in  beef  cattle  and 
nonlactating  dairy  cattle  for  treating 
pneumonia,  shipping  fever  complex, 
foot-rot,  diphtheria,  bacterial  enteritis, 
wooden  tongue,  leptospirosis,  wound 
infections,  and  acute  metritis.  If  labeled 
for  use  by  or  on  the  order  of  a  licensed 
veterinarian,  the  drug  may  also  be  used 
in  cattle  for  treating  anaplasmosis  and 
anthrax.  This  di^  product  is  similar  to 
Pfizer's  50-milligrams-per-milliliter 
oxytetracycline  injection  (NADA  8-769), 
which  was  evaluated  by  the  National 


Academy  of  Sciences/National 
Research  Council  (NAS/NRC),  Drug 
Efficacy  Study  Group.  Tlie  drug  was 
found  to  be  effective  at  a  dosage  of  3  to 
5  milligrams  per  pound  (mg/lb)  of  body 
weight  dosage  level  in  cattle  and  swine 
for  &e  above-mentioned  disease 
conditions. 

Pfizer  has  submitted  crossover  blood 
level  studies  establishing 
bioequivalency  between  the  two  product 
formulations.  In  addition  to  a  greater 
drug  concentration,  the  product  of  this 
approval  provides  for  a  single  injection 
at  9  mg/lb  of  body  weight  as  an 
alternative  to  repeated  injections  at  the 
5  mg/lb  of  body  weight  dosage  level 
when  treating  anaplasmosis  in  cattle. 
Pfizer  has  established  effectiveness  for 
the  single  injection  regimen  through 
submission  of  the  blood  serum  antibiotic 
titration  studies,  clinical,  field,  and 
supporting  safety  studies.  Accordingly, 
the  regulations  are  amended  to  add 
provisions  for  the  200  mg/ml  formulation 
and  its  9  mg/lb  dosage  regimen. 

This  approval  poses  no  increased 
hiunan  risk  from  exposure  to 
oxytetracycline  residues  because  (1)  the 
number  of  food-producing  animals 
receiving  medication  will  not 
significantly  increase,  and  (2)  the 
formulation  does  not  change  the 
approved  dosage  (3  to  5  mg/lb  of  body 
weight  per  day)  of  the  drug  except  for 
providing  a  single  dose  regimen  for 
treating  anaplasmosis  in  cattle  where  re¬ 
treatment  is  impractical  due  to 
husbandry  conditions.  In  addition,  the 
approval  enhances  conditions  for  the 
dnig's  safe  use  in  the  target  animals  by 
reducing  the  number  of  injection  sites 
from  that  currently  required  by  the  50 
mg/ml  formulation.  Accordingly,  under 
the  Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine’s 
supplemental  approval  policy  (42  FR 
64367;  Dec.  23, 1977)  the  approval  of  this 
NADA  has  been  treated  as  would  an 
approval  of  a  category  II  supplement 
and  did  not  require  reevaluation  of  the  ■ 
safety  and  effectiveness  data  in  Pfizer’s 
related  NADA  8-769. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Part  20  (21  CFR  Part  20)  promulgated 
under  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  552)  and  the  freedom  of 
information  regulations  in 
§  514.11(e)(2)(ii),(21  CFR  514.11(e)(2)(ii)), 
a  summary  of  safety  and  effectiveness 
data  and  information  supporting 
approval  of  this  application  is  available 
for  public  examination  at  the  office  of 
the  Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-305),  Rm.  4-62, 
Food  and  Drug  Administration.  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  from 
9  a.m.  to  4  p.m.,  Monday  throu^  Friday. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(i),  82 
Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i)))  and  under 
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authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21 CFR  5.1).  and 
redelegated  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  Veterinary  Medicine  (21  CFR  5.83), 
Part  522  is  amended  by  adding  new 
§  522.1660  to  read  as  follows: 

§  522.1660  Oxytetracycline  injection. 

(a)  Specifications.  Each  milliliter  of 
sterile  solution  contains  200  milligrams 
of  oxytetracycline  base. 

(b)  Sponsor.  See  000069  in  §  510.600(c) 
of  this  chapter. 

(c)  Conditions  of  use — (1)  Beef  cattle 
and  nonlactating  dairy  cattle — (i) 
Amount.  3  to  5  milligrams  of 
oxytetracycline  per  pound  of  body 
weight  per  day;  5  milligrams  per  pound 
of  body  weight  per  day  for  treatment  of 
anaplasmosis,  severe  foot-rot,  and 
advanced  cases  of  other  indicated 
diseases;  9  milligrams  per  poimd  of  body 
weight  as  single  dosage  where  re¬ 
treatment  for  anaplasmosis  is 
impractical. 

(ii)  Indications  for  use.  Treatment  of 
diseases  due  to  oxytetracycline- 
susceptible  organisms  as  follows: 
Pneumonia  and  shipping  fever  complex 
associated  with  Pasteurella  spp.  and 
Hemophilus  spp.,  foot-rot  and  diphtheria 
caused  by  Fusobacterium  necrophorum, 
bacterial  enteritis  (scours)  caused  by 
Escherichia  coli,  wooden  tongue  caused 
by  Actinobacillus  lignieresii, 
leptospirosis  caused  by  Leptospira 
pomona,  and  wound  infections  and 
acute  metritis  caused  by  Staphylococcus 
spp.  and  Streptococcus  spp.  If  labeled 
for  use  by  or  on  the  order  of  a  licensed 
veterinarian,  it  may  also  be  used  for 
treatment  of  anaplasmosis  caused  by 
Anaplasma  marginale  and  anthrax 
caused  by  Bacillus  anthracis. 

(iii)  Limitations.  Administer 
intramuscularly  or  intravenously  at  3  to 
5  milligrams  level;  intramuscularly  only 
at  9  milligrams  level.  Treatment  of  all 
diseases  should  be  instituted  early  and 
continued  for  24  to  48  hours  beyond 
remission  of  disease  symptoms,  but  not 
to  exceed  a  total  of  4  consecutive  days. 
Consult  your  veterinarian  if  no 
improvement  is  noted  within  48  hours. 

Do  not  inject  more  than  10  milliliters  per 
site  in  adult  cattle,  reducing  the  volume 
according  to  age  and  body  size  to  1  to  2 
milliliters  in  small  calves.  Exceeding  the 
highest  recommended  dose, 
administering  at  recommended  levels 
for  more  than  4  consecutive  days,  and/ 
or  exceeding  10  milliliters 
intramusculariy  per  injection  site  may 
result  in  antibiotic  residues  beyond  the 
withdrawal  time.  Discontinue  treatment 
at  least  28  days  prior  to  slaughter.  Not 
for  use  in  lactating  dairy  cattle. 

(2)  Swine — (i)  Amount.  3  to  5 
milligrams  of  oxytetracycline  per  pound 


of  body  weight  per  day.  Sows: 
Administer  once  3  milligrams  of 
oxytetracycline  per  pound  of  body 
weight,  approximately  8  houra  before 
farrowing  or  immediately  after 
completion  of  farrowing. 

(ii)  Indications  for  use.  For  treatment 
of  bacterial  enteritis  (scours, 
colibacillosis)  caused  by  Escherichia 
coli,  pneumonia  caused  by  Pasteurella 
multocida,  and  leptospirosis  caused  by 
Leptospira  pomona.  Sows:  as  an  aid  in 
control  of  infectious  enteritis  (baby  pig 
scours,  colibacillosis)  in  suckling  pigs 
caused  by  Escherichia  coli. 

(iii)  Limitations.  Administer 
intramuscularly.  Do  not  inject  more  than 
5  milliliters  per  site  in  adult  swine. 
Discontinue  treatment  at  least  28  days 
prior  to  slaughter. 

Effective  date.  March  14, 1980. 

(Sec.  512(i),  82  StaL  347  (21  U.S.a  360b(i)]) 
Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

Lester  M.  Crawford. 

Director,  Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine. 

(FR  Doc.  e0-770S  Filed  S-13-80E  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4110-0S-M 


21  CFR  Part  522 

Implantation  or  Injectable  Dosage 
Form  New  Animal  Drugs  Not  Subject 
to  Certification;  Oxytocin  Injection 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  animal  drug  regulations 
are  amended  to  reflect  approval  of  a 
new  animal  drug  application  (NADA) 
Bled  by  John  D.  Copanos,  Inc.,  providing 
for  safe  and  effective  use  of  oxytocin 
injection  for  treatment  of  horses,  cattle, 
swine,  sheep,  dogs,  and  cats. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  14, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Richard  A.  Camevale,  Bureau  of 
Veterinary  Medicine  (HFV-123),  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 301- 
443-1788. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  John  D. 
Copanos,  Inc.,  Baltimore.  MD  21225, 
filed  a  NADA  (49-552)  providing  for  use 
of  an  injectable  oxytocin  (containing  20 
USP  units  of  the  dnig  per  milliliter)  in 
horses,  cattle,  swine,  sheep,  dogs,  and 
cats  as  a  uterine  contractor  and  in  cattle 
and  swine  as  a  milk-releasing  agent. 

The  product  covered  by  NADA  49-552 
is  identical  to  the  two  oxytocin  products 
that  are  subjects  of  the  National 
Academy  of  Sciences/National 
Research  Council.  Drug  Efficacy  Study 
Group  evaluation  that  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  February  13, 1969  (34 


FR  2146).  In  that  publication,  FDA 
agreed  with  the  Academy’s  conclusion 
that  the  products  are  effective  provided 
certain  labeling  revisions  were  made. 
Section  522.1680  Oxytocin  injection  (21 
CFR  522.1680)  reflects  those  labeling 
reconunendations  and  speciffes  those 
conditions  of  use  for  which  approval  of 
identical  products  may  require 
submission  of  bioequivalency  data  in 
lieu  of  certain  types  of  efficacy  data. 

The  labeling  for  Copanos’  product  is  in 
compliance  with  §  522.1680.  Also,  the 
firm  has  submitted  data  demonstrating 
bioequivalency  between  its  product  and 
the  USP  standard.  Therefore,  Copanos’ 
application  is  approved  on  the  basis  of 
generic  equivalence. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Part  20  (21  CFR  Part  20)  promulgated 
under  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  552)  and  §  514.11(e)(2)(ii)  (21  CFR 
514.11(e)(2)(ii)),  a  summary  of  safety  and 
effectiveness  data  and  information 
submitted  to  support  approval  of  this 
application  is  available  for  public 
examination  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  (HFA-305),  Rm.  4-62,  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  MD  20857,  from  9  a  jn.  to  4 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sea  512(i),  82 
Stat  347  (21  U.S.G  360b(i)))  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  5.1)  and 
redelegated  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  Veterinary  Medicine  (21  CFR  5.83), 
Part  522  is  amended  in  §  522.1680  by 
revising  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  522.1680  Oxytocin  injection. 

*  «  •  *  * 

(b)  Sponsors.  See  Nos.  000010, 000381, 
000845.  000856,  010271, 012481, 015562, 
and  032420  in  §  510.600(c)  of  this 
chapter. 

•  *  •  •  # 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  is 
effective  March  14, 1980. 

(Sec.  512(1),  82  Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i))) 

Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

Lester  M.  Crawford, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7711  Filed  3-13^  a-4S  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-0S-M 


21  CFR  Part  522 

Implantation  or  Injectable  Dosage 
Form  New  Animal  Drugs  Not  Subject 
to  Certification;  Sterile  Prednisolone 
Suspension 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 
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summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  amends  the 
animal  dnig  regulations  for  sterile 
prednisolone  suspension  to  indicate 
those  conditions  of  use  for  which 
applications  for  approval  of  identical 
products  need  not  include  certain  types 
of  effectiveness  data.  These  conditions 
of  use  were  classitied  as  effective  as  a 
result  of  a  National  Academy  of 
Sciences/National  Research  Council 
(NAS/NRC),  Drug  Efficacy  Study  Group 
evaluation  of  the  product.  In  lieu  of 
certain  effectiveness  data,  approval  may 
require  submission  of  bioequivalence  or 
similar  data.  A  previous  Federal 
Register  publication  has  reflected  that 
this  product  is  in  compliance  with  the 
conclusions  of  the  review. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  14. 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Henry  C.  Hewitt,  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine  (HFV-110),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Departnient  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  301-443- 
3430. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

NAS/NRC  review  of  this  product  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
April  12, 1969  (34  FR  6447).  In  that 
dociunent,  the  Academy  concluded,  and 
FDA  concurred,  that  the  product  was 
effective  as  an  anti-inflammatory  agent 
for  use  in  certain  animals. 

That  announcement  was  issued  to 
inform  holders  of  new  animal  drug 
applications  (NADA’s)  of  the  findings  of 
the  Academy  and  the  FDA,  and  to 
inform  all  interested  persons  that  such 
articles  could  be  marketed  if  they  were 
the  subject  of  approved  NADA’s  and 
otherwise  complied  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act. 

Maurry  Biological  Co.,  Inc.,  6109  South 
Western  Avenue,  Los  Angeles, 

California  90047,  responded  to  the  notice 
by  submitting  a  supplemental  NADA 
(12-444)  providing  cmrent  information 
covering  manufacturing  and  controls 
and  revising  the  labeling  for  the  safe 
and  effective  use  of  the  product  as  an 
anti-inflammatory  agent  in  dogs,  horses, 
and  cats.  The  supplemental  application 
was  approved  by  a  regulation  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  May  11, 1973 
(38  FR  12399).  The  regulations  reflecting 
this  approval  established  a  new  section 
for  the  drug  in  21  CFR  135b.92, 
recodified  at  21  CFR  522.1880.  The  new 
section  did  not  specify  those  conditions 
of  use  that  were  NAS/NRC  approved. 

This  document  amends  the  regulations 
to  indicate  those  conditions  of  use  for 
which  applications  for  approval  of 
identical  products  need  not  include 
certain  types  of  effectiveness  data 


required  for  approval  by 
§  514.111  (a)(5)(vi)  of  the  new  animal 
drug  regulations.  In  lieu  of  those  data, 
approval  of  applications  for  such 
products  may  be  obtained  if 
bioequivalency  or  similar  data  are 
submitted  as  suggested  in  the  guideline 
for  submitting  NADA’s  for  generic  drugs 
reviewed  by  the  NAS/NRC.  The 
guideline  is  available  from  the  office  of 
the  Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-62, 5600 
Fishers  Lane.  Rockville  MD  20857. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(i).  82 
Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i)))  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  5.1),  and 
redelegated  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  Veterinary  Medicine  (21  CFR  5.83), 
Part  522  is  amended  in  §  522.1880  by 
adding  after  paragraph  (c)  (1),  (2),  (4), 
and  (5)  the  footnote  reference 

§  522.1880  Sterile  prednisolone 
suspension. 

***** 

(c)  Conditions  of  use.  (1)  *  *  *  * 

(2)  *  *  *  1 

***** 

(4)  *  .  *  1 

(5)  *  *  *  ‘ 

and  by  adding  at  the  end  of  the  section 
the  footnote  to  read  as  follows: 

'These  conditions  are  NAS/NRC  reviewed  and 
deemed  effective.  Applications  for  these  uses  need 
not  include  effectiveness  data  as  speciffed  by 
§  514.111  of  this  chapter,  but  may  require 
bioequivalency  and  safety  information. 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  shall  be 
effective  March  14. 1980. 

(Sec.  512(i).  82  StaL  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i))) 
Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

Lester  M.  Crawford, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine. 

pqi  Doc.  ao-7713  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNQ  CODE  411(M>3-M 


21  CFR  Part  522 

Implantation  or  Injectable  Dosage 
Form  New  Animal  Drugs  Not  Subject 
to  Certification;  Prednisoione  Sodium 
Succinate 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  amends  the 
regulation  for  prednisolone  sodium 
succinate  injection  to  indicate  those 
conditions  of  use  for  which  applications 
for  approval  of  identical  products  need 
not  include  certain  types  of 
effectiveness  data.  'These  conditions  of 
use  were  classified  as  effective  as  a 
result  of  a  National  Academy  of 
Sciences/National  Research  Council 


(NAS/NRC),  Drug  Efficacy  Study  Group 
evaluation  of  the  product.  In  lieu  of 
certain  effectiveness  data,  approval  may 
require  submission  of  bioequivalence  or 
similar  data.  A  previous  Federal 
Register  publication  has  reflected  that 
this  product  is  in  compliance  with  the 
conclusions  of  the  review. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  14. 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Henry  C.  Hewitt  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine  (HFV-110),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville.  MD  20857, 301-443- 
3430. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

NAS/NRC  review  of  this  product  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
April  12, 1969  (34  FR  6447).  In  that 
doounent  the  Academy  concluded,  and 
FDA  concurred,  that  the  product  was 
effective  as  an  anti-inflammatory  agent 
for  use  in  certain  animals. 

That  announcement  was  issued  to 
inform  holders  of  new  animal  drug 
applications  (NADA’s)  of  the  findings  of 
the  Academy  and  the  agency,  and  to 
inform  all  interested  persons  that  such 
articles  could  be  marketed  if  they  were 
the  subject  of  approved  NADA’s  and 
otherwise  complied  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Federal  Food.  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act.  The  Upjohn  Co., 
Kalamazoo.  MI  49001,  responded  to  the 
notice  by  submitting  a  supplemental 
NADA  (11-593V)  providii^  current 
information  covering  manufacturing  and 
controls  and  revising  the  labeling  for  the 
safe  and  effective  use  of  the  product  as 
an  anti-inflammatory  agent  in  dogs,  cats, 
and  horses.  The  supplemental 
application  was  approved  by  a 
relation  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  January  22, 1973  (38  FR  2174). 
The  regulation  reflecting  this  approval 
established  a  new  section  for  the  drug  in 
21  CFR  135b.35,  recodified  at  21  CFR 
522.1884.  The  new  section  did  not 
specify  those  conditions  of  use  that 
were  NAS/NRC  approved. 

This  document  amends  the  regulations 
to  indicate  those  conditions  of  use  for 
which  applications  for  approval  of 
identical  products  need  not  include 
certain  types  of  effectiveness  data 
required  for  approval  by 
§  514.111(a)(5](vi)  of  the  new  animal 
drug  regulations.  In  lieu  of  those  data, 
approval  of  applications  for  such 
products  may  be  obtained  if 
bioequivalency  or  similar  data  are 
submitted  as  suggested  in  the  guideline 
for  submitting  NADA’s  for  generic  drugs 
reviewed  by  the  NAS/NRC.  The 
guideline  is  available  from  the  office  of 
the  Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-305).  Food  and 
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Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-62, 5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(i).  82 
Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i)))  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21 CFR  5.1),  and 
redelegated  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  Veterinary  Medicine  (21  CFR  5.83), 
Part  522  is  amended  in  S  522.1884  by 
adding  after  paragraph  (d)  (1),  (2),  and 
(3)  the  footnote  reference  *  and  by 
adding  at  the  end  of  the  section  die 
footnote  to  read  as  follows: 

§  522.1884  Prednisolons  sodium 
succinate  injection. 

*  *  *  *  « 

[A]  Conditions  of  use.  [1]  1*  * 

(2)  •  *  •  * 

(3)  •  *  *  * 

'These  conditions  are  NAS/NRC  reviewed  and 
deemed  effective.  Applicadons  for  these  iises  need 
not  include  effectiveness  data  as  specified  by 
§  514.111  of  this  chapter,  but  may  require 
bioequivalency  and  safety  information. 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  shall  be 
effective  March  14, 1980. 

(Sea  Sl2(i).  82  Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C  360b(i))) 
Dated:  March  7. 1980. 

Lester  M.  Crawford, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7714  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLINQ  CODE  4110-03-« 


21  CFR  Part  522  » 

Implantation  or  injectable  Dosage 
Form  New  Animal  Drugs  Not  Subject 
to  Certification;  Phenylbutazone 
Injection 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  amends  the 
animal  drug  regulation  for 
phenylbutazone  injection  to  indicate 
those  conditions  of  use  for  which 
applications  for  approval  of  identical 
products  need  not  include  certain  types 
of  effectiveness  data.  These  conditions 
of  use  were  classified  as  effective  as  a 
result  of  a  National  Academy  of 
Sciences/National  Research  Council 
(NAS/NRC),  Drug  Efficacy  Study  Group 
evaluation  of  the  product.  In  lieu  of 
certain  effectiveness  data,  approval  may 
require  submission  of  bioequivalence  or 
similar  data.  An  earlier  Federal  Register 
publication  has  reflected  that  this 
product  is  in  compliance  with  the 
conclusions  of  the  review. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  14, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Henry  C.  Hewitt,  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine  (HFV-llO),  Food  and  Drug 


Administration.  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Une.  Rockville.  MD  20857, 301-443- 
3430. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

NAS/NRC  review  of  this  product  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
August  12. 1970  (35  FR  12790).  In  that 
document,  the  Academy  concluded,  and 
FDA  concurred,  that  the  product  was 
probably  effective  as  a  nonhormonal 
anti-inflammatory  agent  for  use  in 
horses  and  dogs. 

That  announcement  was  issued  to 
inform  holders  of  new  animal  drug 
applications  (NADA’s)  of  the  findings  of 
the  Academy  and  the  agency,  and  to 
inform  all  interested  persons  that  such 
articles  could  be  marketed  if  they  were 
the  subject  of  approved  NADA’s  and 
otherwise  complied  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act. 

Jensen-Salsbery  Laboratories. 

Division  of  Burroughs  Wellcome  Co., 
Kansas  City,  MO  64141,  responded  to 
the  notice  by  submitting  a  supplemental 
NADA  (11-575V)  providing  current 
information  covering  manufacturing  and . 
controls  and  revising  the  labeling  for  the 
safe  and  effective  use  of  the  product  for 
the  relief  of  inflammatory  conditions 
associated  with  the  musculoskeletal 
system  in  dogs  and  horses.  The 
supplemental  application  was  approved 
by  a  regulation  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  May  26. 1972  (37  FR  10662). 
The  regulations  reflecting  this  aproval 
established  a  new  section  for  the  drug  in 
21  CFR  135b.47.  recodified  at  21  CFR 
522.1720.  The  new  section  did  not 
specify  those  conditions  of  use  that 
were  NAS/NRC  approved. 

This  document  amends  the  regulations 
to  indicate  those  conditions  of  use  for 
which  applications  for  approval  of 
identical  products  need  not  include 
certain  types  of  effectiveness  data 
required  for  approval  by 
§  514.111(a)(5)(vi)  of  the  new  animal 
drug  regulations.  In  lieu  of  those  data, 
approval  of  ap^!^.jations  for  such 
products  may  be  obtained  if 
bioequivalency  of  similar  data  are 
subndtted  as  suggested  in  the  guideline 
for  submitting  NADA’s  for  generic  drugs 
reviewed  by  the  NAS/NRC.  The 
guideline  is  available  from  the  office  of 
the  Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-305).  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-62, 5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville.  MD  20857. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(i),  82 
Stat.  347  (21  U.S.a  360b(i)))  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  5.1)  and 
redelegated  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  Veterinary  Medicine  (21  CFR  5.83), 


Part  522  is  amended  in  §  522.1720  by 
adding  after  paragraph  (c)  (1),  (2).  and 
(3)  and  (d)  (1).  (2).  (3).  and  (4)  the 
footnote  reference  * 

§  522.1720  Phenylbutazone  injectioa 
***** 

(c)  Conditions  of  use  for  dogs.  (1) 

*  *  *  1 

(2)  *  *  *  * 

(3)  *  *  “ 

(d)  Conditions  of  use  for  horses.  (1) 

ik  *  ^  I 

(2)  *  *  *  * 

'  (3)  *  *  *  ‘ 

(4)  .  .  4  1 

and  by  adding  at  the  end  of  the  section 
the  footnote  to  read  as  follows: 

'These  conditions  are  NAS/NRC  reviewed  and 
deemed  effective.  Applications  for  these  uses  need 
not  include  effectiveness  data  as  specified  by 
1 514.111  of  this  chapter,  but  may  require 
bioequivalency  and  safety  information. 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  shall  be 
effective  March  14, 1980. 

(Sea  S12(i).  82  Stat  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i))) 
Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

Lester  M.  Crawford, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine. 

(FR  Ooc.  80-7715  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  4110-03-M 


21  CFR  Part  522 

Chloral  Hydrate,  Pentobarbital,  and 
Magnesium  Sulfate  Injection 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule.^ 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  revoking  that 
portion  of  the  animal  drug  regulations 
reflecting  approval  of  a  new  animal  drug 
application  (NADA)  providing  for  use  of 
Equi-Thesin  injection  as  an  anesthetic  in 
horses  and  cattle.  The  withdrawal  of 
approval  has  been  requested  by  the 
sponsor,  Jensen-Salsbery  Laboratories, 
Division  of  Biuroughs  Wellcome  Co. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  24. 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Walter  L  Sessions.  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine  (HFV-216).  Food  and  Drug 
Administration.  Department  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare.  5600  Fishers 
Une.  Rockville.  MD  20857, 301-443- 
4093. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  a 

notice  published  elsewhere  jin  this  issue 
of  the  Federal  Register  approval  of 
NADA  5-909  is  withdrawn.  This 
document  amends  the  regulations  to 
delete  that  portion  which  reflects 
approval  of  the  NADA. 


16482 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45.  No.  52  /  Friday.  March  14,  1980  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


S  522.380  [Amended] 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(e),  82 
Stat.  345-347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(e)))  and 
under  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  (21 
CFR  5.1)  and  redelegated  to  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine  (21 
CFR  5.84),  Part  522  is  amended  in 
§  522.380  Chloral  hydrate, 
pentobarbital,  and  magnesium  sulfate 
sterile  aqueaus  solution  by  revoking 
paragraph  (a)  and  reserving  it  for  future 
use. 

Effective  date.  This  reg;ilation  shall  be 
effective  March  24, 1980. 

(Sec.  512(e),  82  Stat  345-347  (21  U.S.C. 
360b(e)].) 

Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

Lester  M.  Crawford, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7718  Rled  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4110-03-M 

21  CFR  Part  540 

Penicillin  Antibiotic  Drugs  for  Animal 
Use;  Procaine  Penicillin  G  in  Oil 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  amends  the 
animal  drug  regulation  for  procaine 
penicillin  G  in  oil  to  indicate  those 
conditions  of  use  for  which  applications 
for  approval  of  identical  products  need 
not  include  certain  types  of 
effectiveness  data.  These  conditions  of 
use  were  classified  as  effective  as  a 
result  of  a  National  Academy  of 
Sciences/National  Research  Council 
(NAS/NRC)  Drug  Efficacy  Study  Group 
evaluation  of  the  product.  In  lieu  of 
certain  effectiveness  data,  approval  may 
require  submission  of  bioequivalence  or 
similar  data.  An  earlier  Federal  Register 
publication  has  reflected  that  this 
product  is  in  compliance  with  the 
conclusions  of  the  review. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  14, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Henry  C.  Hewitt,  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine  (HFV-110),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 301-443- 
3430. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

NAS/NRC  review  of  this  product  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
August  25. 1970  (35  FR  13536).  In  that 
document,  the  Academy  concluded,  and 
FDA  concurred,  that  the  product  was 
probably  effective  for  the  treatment  of 
animal  ffiseases  when  such  diseases  are 


caused  by  pathogens  sensitive  to 
penicillin. 

That  announcement  was  issued  to 
inform  holders  of  new  animal  drug 
applications  (NADA’s)  of  the  findings  of 
the  Academy  and  the  agency,  and  to 
inform  all  interested  persons  that  such 
articles  could  be  marketed  if  they  were 
the  subject  of  approved  NADA’s  and 
otherwise  complied  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act. 

E.  R.  Squibb  &  Sons.  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
4000,  Princeton,  NJ  08540,  responded  to 
the  notice  by  submitting  a  supplemental 
NADA  (65-130V)  providing  current 
information  covering  manufacturing  and 
controls  and  revising  the  labeling  for  the 
safe  and  effective  use  of  the  product  for 
the  treatment  of  infections  caused  by 
penicillin-susceptible  organisms  in  dogs, 
cats,  and  horses.  The  supplemental 
application  was  approved  by  a 
relation  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  October  26, 1973  (38  FR 
29578).  The  regulations  reflecting  this 
approval  established  a  new  section  for 
the  drug  in  21  CFR  135b.96,  recodifed  at 
21  CFR  540.274c.  The  new  section  did 
not  specify  those  conditions  of  use  that 
were  NAS/NRC  approved. 

This  document  amends  the  regulations 
to  indicate  those  conditions  of  use  for 
which  applications  for  approval  of 
identical  products  need  not  include 
certain  types  of  effectiveness  data 
required  for  approval  by 
§  514.111(a)(5)(vi)  of  the  new  animal 
drug  regidations.  In  lieu  of  those  data, 
approval  of  applications  for  such 
products  may  be  obtained  if 
bioequivalency  or  similar  data  are 
submitted  as  suggested  in  the  guideline 
for  submitting  NADA's  for  generic  drugs 
reviewed  by  the  NAS/NRC.  The 
guideline  is  available  from  the  office  of 
ffie  Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(i),  82 
Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i)))  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drtigs  (21  CFR  5.1)  and 
redelegated  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  Veterinary  Medicine  (21  CFR  5.83), 
Part  540  is  amended  in  §  540.274c  by 
adding  after  paragraph  (c)(3)  (i),  (ii),  and 
(iii)  the  footnote  reference  “^"and  by 
adding  at  the  end  of  the  section  the 
footnote  to  read  as  follows: 

§  540.274c  Procaine  penicillin  G  in  oil. 
***** 

(c)  *  *  * 

(3)  *  *  * 

(i)  .  *  .  1 

(ii)  *  *  *  * 

(iii)  *  *  *  * 


'  These  conditions  are  NAS/NRC  reviewed  and 
deemed  effective.  Applications  for  these  uses  need 
not  include  effectiveness  data  as  speciSed  by 
{  514.111  of  this  chapter,  but  may  require 
bioequivalency  and  safety  information. 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  shall  be 
effective  March  14, 1980. 

(Sec.  512(i),  82  Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i))) 
Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

Lester  M.  Crawford, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7712  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4110-03-81 


21  CFR  Part  558 

New  Animal  Drugs  for  Use  in  Animal 
Feeds;  Lasalocid  Sodium 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  amends  the 
animal  drug  regulations  to  reflect 
approval  of  a  supplemental  new  animal 
di^  application  (NADA)  fried  by 
Hoffrnann-La  Roche,  Inc.,  providing  for 
safe  and  effective  use  of  a  50  percent 
lasalocid  sodium  premix,  in  addition  to 
the  currently  approved  15  and  20 
percent  lasalocid  premixes,  to  be  used 
in  making  complete  chicken  feeds. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  14, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Adriano  R.  Gabuten,  Bureau  of 
Veterinary  Medicine  (HFV-149),  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 301- 
443-4313. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Hoffrnann-La  Roche,  Inc.,  Nutley,  N] 
07110,  fried  a  supplemental  NADA  (96- 
298)  providing  for  the  use  of  a  50  percent 
lasalocid  sodium  premix  in  addition  to 
the  currently  approved  15  and  20 
percent  premixes.  In  accordance  with 
the  current  animal  drug  regulations, 
these  premixes  are  used  to  make 
complete  chicken  feeds  containing  68  to 
113  grams  per  ton  of  lasalocid  for  the 
prevention  of  certain  forms  of 
coccidiosis. 

The  Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine 
(BVM)  concludes  that  approval  of  tias 
supplemental  NADA  poses  no  increased 
human  risk  from  exposure  to  residues  of 
the  new  animal  drug,  lasalocid  sodium, 
because  the  higher  concentration  premix 
will  be  diluted  to  currently  regulated 
levels  in  complete  chicken  feeds. 
Accordingly,  under  BVM’s  supplemental 
approval  policy,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  December  23, 1977 
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(42  PR  64367),  this  approval  did  not 
require  reevaluation  of  the  safety  and 
effectiveness  data  in  the  parent 
application. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food. 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(i),  82 
Stat  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i]))  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Dirugs  (21 CFR  5.1)  and 
redelegated  to  Di&ector  of  the  Bureau  of 
Veterinary  Medicine  (21  CFR  5.83),  Part 
558  is  amended  in  {  558.311  by  reusing 
paragraph  (b)  to  read  as  follows: 

$558^11  Lasalocid  socflum. 

«  •  •  •  ♦ 

(b)  Approvals.  Premix  levels  of  68, 

90.7,  and  226.8  grams  per  poimd  of 
lasalocid  sodium  activity  are  granted  to 
No.  000004  in  §  510.600(c)  of  this  chapter. 

«  •  •  •  • 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  is 
effective  March  14, 1980. 

(Sec.  512(i).  82  StaL  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i))) 
Dated:  March  6, 1980. 

Robert  A.  Baldwin, 

Acting  Associate  Director  for  Scientific 
Evaluation. 

(PR  Doc.  80-7706  FOed  3-19-aO;  8:45  ami 
BltXINQ  CODE  4110-0S4I 

21  CFR  Part  558 

New  Animal  Drugs  for  Use  in  Animal 
Feeds;  Bambermycins 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  amends  the 
animal  drug  regiilations  to  reflect 
approval  of  a  supplemental  new  animal 
di^  application  ^ADA)  filed  by 
American  Hoechst  Corp.  providing  for 
an  increased  maximiun  level  of 
bambermycins  in  feed  supplements  that 
are  used  to  make  finished  growing¬ 
finishing  swine  feeds. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  14, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Adriano  R.  Gabuten,  Bureau  of 
Veterinary  Medicine  (HFV-149),  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  Department  of 
Health.  Education,  €ind  Welfare,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 301> 
443-4913. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

American  Hoechst  Corp.,  Rt.  202-206 
North,  Somerville,  N)  08876,  filed  a 
supplemental  NADA  (44-759)  providing 
for  an  increase  in  the  maximum  level  of 
bambermycins  in  feed  supplements  fi^m 
40  grams  per  ton  to  80  grams  per  ton. 

The  supplemental  feeds  are  used  to 
make  ^shed  growing-finishing  swine 
feeds.  The  residting  finished  feeds  are 


indicated  for  increased  rate  of  weight 
gain  and  improved  feed  efficiency  or 
solely  for  die  former  indication. 

The  Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine 
concludes  that  approval  of  this 
supplemental  application  poses  no 
increased  human  risk  from  exposure  to 
residues  of  the  new  animal  drug 
bambermycins,  because  the  number  of 
food-producing  animala  receiving 
medication  will  not  significantly 
increase  as  a  result  of  this  approval  and 
because  the  drug  dosage  level  in 
finished  feeds  is  unchanged. 
Accordingly,  under  the  Bureau’s 
supplemental  NADA  approval  policy 
(see  the  Federal  Register  of  December 
23. 1977  (42  FR  6436^),  this  Category  n 
approval  did  not  require  a  reevaluation 
of  the  safety  and  efficacy  data 
supporting  the  parent  application. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Part  20  (21  CFR  Part  20)  promulgated 
under  the  FIreedom  of  Information  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  552)  and  the  freedom  of 
information  regulations  in 
§  514.11(e)(2)(U)  (21  CFR  514.11(e)(2)(ii)). 
a  summary  of  safety  and  effectiveness 
data  and  information  supporting 
approval  of  this  application  is  available 
for  public  examination  at  the  office  of 
the  Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and 
Drug  Admidstration.  Rm.  4-62, 5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  fi*om 
9  a.m.  to  4  p.nL,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(i).  82 
Stat.  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i)))  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  ^mmissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  5.1)  and 
redelegated  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  Veterinary  Medicine  (21  CFR  5.83), 
Part  558  is  amended  in  §  558.95  by 
revising  paragraph  (d)(2)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  558.95  Bambermycins. 

•  *  •  «  • 

(d)  *  *  * 

(2)  Feed  supplements  containing  not 
more  than  80  grams  of  bambermycins 
per  ton  used  to  make  finished  growing¬ 
finishing  swine  feeds  containing 
bambermycins  as  the  sole  drug  and 
conforming  to  paragraph  (e)(2)  of  this 
section. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  is 
effective  March  14, 1980. 

(Sec.  512(i).  82  Stat  347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(i))) 

Dated:  March  5. 1980. 

Donald  A.  Gable, 

Deputy  Associate  Director  for  Scientific 
Evaluation. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7581  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  41.10-<>3-« 


21  CFR  Part  1050 
[Docket  No.  76N-0034] 

Ultrasonic  Therapy  Products; 
Correction 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Adm^stration. 
ACTION:  Final  rule;  correction. 

summary:  In  FR  Doc.  78-4367  appearing 
at  page  7166  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
Friday,  February  17, 1976,  on  page  7172, 
Part  1050  is  corrected  in  S  1050.10 
Ultrasonic  therapy  products  by 
changing  the  authority  citation  at  the 
end  of  the  section  to  read  “(Se&  358, 82 
StaL  1177-1179  (42  U.S.G  263f).)” 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  14, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Agnes  B.  Black,  Federal  Register 
Writer’s  Office  (HFC-11),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Departmmit  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane.  Rockville.  MD  20857, 301-443- 
2994. 

Dated:  March  6, 1980. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Conunissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7717  Filed  S-IO-BG;  8:45  an) 

HLUNO  CODE  4110-03-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Internal  Revenue  Service 
26  CFR  Part  5 
[T.D.  7685] 

Corporations  Filing  Consolidated 
Returns  Subject  to  at  Risk  Umititions 
Under  Section  465 

agency:  Internal  Revenue  Service, 
Treasury. 

action:  Temporary  regulations. 

summary:  This  document  contains 
temporary  regulations  relating  to  the  at 
risk  limitations  as  they  affect  an 
affiliated  group  that  files  a  consolidated 
return.  Changes  to  the  applicable  law 
were  made  by  the  Tax  Reform  Act  of 
1976  and  the  Revenue  Act  of  1978.  The 
regulations  would  provide  the  public 
with  the  guidance  needed  to  comply 
with  the  Acts  and  would  affect  certain 
closely-held  corporations  that  join  with 
their  subsidiaries  in  filing  a  consolidated 
return. 

DATES:  The  amendments  are  effective 
for  taxable  years  for  which  the  due  date 
(without  extensions)  for  filing  retiuns  is 
after  March  14, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Lawrence  M.  Axelrod  of  the  Legislation 
and  Regulations  Division,  Office  of  the 
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Chief  Counsel,  Internal  Revenue 
Service,  i  lll  Constitution  Avenue,  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20224,  Attention 
CC:LR:T  (202-566-3458,  not  a  toll-free 
call). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

This  document  contains  temporary 
regulations  relating  to  the  at  risk 
limitations  imder  section  465,  as 
amended  by  section  202  of  the  Revenue 
Act  of  1978  with  respect  to  the  effect  of 
those  limitations  on  corporations  that 
join  with  their  subsidiaries  in  filing  a 
consolidated  return.  The  temporary 
regulations  provided  by  this  document 
will  remain  in  effect  until  superseded  by 
final  regulations  on  this  subject. 

Under  section  465,  as  amended  by  the 
Revenue  Act  of  1978,  a  corporation 
which  meets  the  stock  ownership  test 
for  a  personal  holding  company  may 
deduct  losses  attributable  to  any  of  its 
activities  (other  than  the  holding  of  real 
estate  and  equipment  leasing)  only  to 
the  extent  that  it  has  amoimts  at  risk  in 
the  activity.  In  general,  the  stock 
ownership  test  is  met  if  50  percent  in 
value  of  a  corporation’s  outstanding 
stock  is  owned,  directly  or  indirectly,  by 
not  more  than  five  individuals.  Prior  to 
the  Revene  Act  of  1978,  section  465,  as 
enacted  by  the  Tax  Reform  Act  of  1976, 
applied  the  at  risk  limitations  only  to 
corporations  that  were  either  personal 
holding  companies  or  Subchapter  S 
corporations.  Under  section  542,  a 
corporation  is  a  personal  holding 
company  if  it  satisfies  two  requirements, 
an  adjusted  ordinary  gross  income 
requirement  and  a  stock  ownership 
requirement.  Section  202  of  the  Revenue 
Act  of  1978  amended  section  465  to 
apply  the  at  risk  limitations  to  all 
corporations  that  satisfy  the  stock 
ownership  test,  regardless  of  whether 
the  adjusted  gross  income  test  is  met 
The  Report  of  the  House  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  states  that  in  the 
case  of  an  affiliated  group,  revised 
section  465  is  to  apply  to  all 
corporations  in  the  group  if  it  applies  to 
the  common  parent  H.R.  Rep.  No.  95- 
1445, 95th  Cong.,  2d  Sess.  69  (1978). 

The  Treasury  Department 
imderstands  that  taxpayers  are  actively 
considering  a  transaction  or  plan  to 
avoid  the  at  risk  limitations.  Under  the 
plan,  a  corporation  forms  a  subsidiary 
with  a  nominal  capital  investment  the^ 
subsidiary  goes  at  risk  in  some  activity, 
and  the  corporation  uses  losses  of  the 
subsidiary  through  the  filing  of  a 
consolidated  return.  It  is  claimed  that 
since  the  subsidiary  is  technically  “at 
risk”  in  the  activity,  deductions  are  not 
barred  by  section  465. 


If  an  activity  is  conducted  directly  by 
the  parent  without  risk,  section  465 
disallows  the  corporation  from 
deducting  any  loss  from  the  activity.  To 
permit  a  corporation  to  receive  the  tax 
benefit  of  such  a  loss,  in  a  case  in  which 
the  activity  is  conducted  by  a  subsidiary 
(without  any  true  economic  risk)  and  the 
corporation  and  subsidiary  file  a 
consolidated  return,  would  firustrate  the 
congressional  mandate  embodied  in 
section  465. 

Under  section  1502,  the  Secretary  is 
delegated  broad  power  to  prescribe 
regulations  in  order  that  the  tax  liability 
of  any  affiliated  group  of  corporations 
making  a  consolidated  return  may  be 
clearly  reflected  and  in  order  to  prevent 
avoidance  of  such  tax  liability.  Under 
the  temporary  regulations,  if  a  parent 
meets  the  stock  ownership  test  for  a 
personal  holding  company,  a 
subsidairy’s  loss  from  £ui  activity  to 
which  section  465  applies  will  be 
allowed  as  a  deduction  on  a 
consolidated  return  only  to  the  extent 
that  the  parent  is  at  risk  in  the  activity 
of  a  subsidiary,  under  the  principles  of 
section  465,  as  of  the  close  of  the 
subsidiary’s  taxable  year. 

Under  section  1503(a),  consolidated 
return  regulations  must  be  adopted 
before  the  due  date  of  the  return  for  a 
taxable  year,  to  be  effective  for  that 
year.  Therefore,  to  be  effective  for 
taxable  years  ending  on  or  after 
December  31, 1979,  it  is  impracticable  to 
issue  the  regulations  under  the  usual 
notice  procedures.  The  temporary 
regulations  will  be  effective  for  taxable 
years  for  which  the  due  date  (without 
extensions)  for  filing  returns  is  after 
March  14, 1980. 

Drafting  information 

The  principal  author  of  this  regulation 
is  Lawrence  M.  Axelrod  of  the 
Legislation  and  Regulations  Division, 
Office  of  Chief  Counsel,  Internal 
Revenue  Service.  However,  personnel 
from  other  offices  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Service  and  Treasury 
Department  participated  in  developing 
the  regulations  both  on  matters  of 
substance  and  style. 

Adoption  of  amendments  to  the 
regulations. 

Part  5  of  Title  26  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  by 
adding  a  new  §  5.1502-45  to  read  as 
follows: 


PART  5— TEMPORARY  INCOME  TAX 
REGULATIONS  UNDER  THE  REVENUE 
ACT  OF  1978 

S  5.1502-45  Limitation  on  losses  to 
amount  at  risk. 

(a)  In  general— {1)  Scope.  This  section 
applies  to  a  loss  of  any  subsidiary  if  the 
common  parent’s  stock  meets  the  stock 
ownership  requirement  described  in 
section  465(a)(1)(C). 

(2)  Limitation  on  use  of  losses.  Except 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (a)(4)  of  this 
section,  a  loss  from  an  activity  of  a 
subsidiary  during  a  consolidated  return 
year  is  includible  in  the  computation  of 
consolidated  taxable  income  (or 
consolidated  net  operating  loss)  and 
consolidated  capital  gain  net  income  (or 
consolidated  net  capital  loss)  only  to  the 
extent  the  loss  does  not  exceed  the 
amount  that  the  parent  is  at  risk  in  the 
activity  at  the  close  of  that  subsidiary’s 
taxable  year.  In  addition,  the  sum  of  a 
subsidiary’s  losses  fit)m  all  its  activities 
is  includible  only  to  the  extent  that  the 
parent  is  at  risk  in  the  subsidiary  at  the 
close  of  that  year.  Any  excess  may  not 
be  taken  into  account  for  the 
consolidated  retium  year  but  will  be 
treated  as  a  deduction  allocable  to  that 
activity  of  the  subsidiary  in  the  first 
succeeding  taxable  year. 

(3)  Amount  parent  is  at  risk  in 
subsidiary’s  activity.  The  amount  the 
parent  is  at  risk  in  an  activity  of  a 
subsidiary  is  the  lesser  of  (i)  the  amount 
the  parent  is  at  risk  in  the  subsidiary  or 
(ii)  the  amount  the  subsidiary  is  at  risk 
in  the  activity.  'These  amoimts  are 
determined  under  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section  and  the  principles  of  section  465. 
See  section  465  and  the  regulations 
thereunder  and  the  examples  in 
paragraph  (e)  of  this  section. 

(4)  Excluded  activities.  *1110  limitation 
on  the  use  of  losses  in  paragraph  (a)(2) 
of  this  section  does  not  apply  to  a  loss 
attributable  to  an  activity  described  in 
section  465(c)(3)(D). 

(5)  Substance  over  form.  Any 
transaction  or  arrangement  between 
members  (or  between  a  member  and  a 
person  that  is  not  a  member)  which  does 
not  cause  the  parent  to  be  economically 
at  risk  in  an  activity  of  a  subsidiary  will 
be  treated  in  accordance  with  the 
substance  of  the  transaction  or 
arrangement  notwithstanding  any  other 
provision  of  this  section. 

(b)  Rules  for  determining  amount  at 
risk — (1)  Excluded  amounts.  The 
amount  a  parent  is  at  risk  in  an  activity 
of  a  subsi^ary  at  the  close  of  the 
subsidiary’s  taxable  year  does  not 
include  any  amount  which  would  not  be 
taken  into  account  under  section  465 
were  the  subsidiary  not  a  separate 
corporation.  Thus,  for  example,  if  the 
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amount  a  parent  is  at  risk  in  the  activity 
of  a  subsi^ary  is  attributable  to 
nonrecourse  financing,  the  amount  at 
risk  is  not  more  than  the  fair  market 
value  of  the  property  (other  than  the 
subsidiary’s  stock  or  debt  or  assets) 
pledged  as  security. 

(2)  Guarantees.  If  a  parent  guarantees 
a  loan  by  a  person  other  than  a  member 
to  a  subsidiary,  the  loan  increases  the 
amount  the  parent  is  at  risk  in  the 
activity  of  the  subsidiary. 

(c)  Application  of  section  465.  This 
section  applies  in  a  manner  consistent 
with  the  provisions  of  section  465.  Thus, 
for  example,  the  recapture  of  losses 
provided  in  section  465(e)  applies  if  the 
amount  the  parent  is  at  risk  in  the 
activity  of  a  subsidiary  is  reduced  below 
zero. 

(d)  Other  consolidated  return 
provisions  unaffected.  This  section 
limits  only  the  extent  to  which  losses  of 
a  subsidiary  may  be  used  in  a 
consolidated  return  year.  This  section 
does  not  apply  for  other  purposes,  such 
as  §  1.1502-32  and  §  1.1502-19,  relating 
to  investment  in  stock  of  a  subsidiary 
and  excess  loss  accounts,  repectively. 
Thus,  a  loss  which  reduces  a 
subsidiary’s  earnings  and  proHts  in  a 
consolidated  return  year,  but  is 
disallowed  as  a  deduction  for  the  year 
by  reason  of  this  section,  may 
nonetheless  result  in  a  negative 
adjustment  to  the  basis  of  an  owning 
member’s  stock  in  the  subsidiary  or 
create  (or  increase)  an  excess  loss 
account. 

(e)  Examples.  The  provisions  of  this 
section  may  be  illustrated  by  the 
examples  in  this  paragraph  (e).  In  each 
example,  the  stock  ownership 
requirement  of  section  465(a)(1)(C)  is 
met  for  the  stock  of  the  parent  (P),  and 
each  affiliated  group  files  a  consolidated 
return  on  a  calendar  year  basis  and 
comprises  only  the  members  described. 

Example  (1).  In  1979,  P  forms  S  with  a 
contribution  of  $200  in  exchange  for  all 
of  S’s  stock.  During  the  year,  S  borrows 
$400  from  a  commercial  lender  and  P 
guarantees  $100  of  the  loan.  S  uses  $500 
of  its  fimds  to  acquire  a  motion  picture 
film.  S  incurs  a  loss  of  $120  for  the  year 
with  respect  to  the  film.  At  the  close  of 

1979,  the  amount  P  is  at  risk  in  S’s 
activity  is  $300.  If  S  has  no  gain  or  loss 
in  I960,  and  there  are  no  contributions 
from  or  distributions  to  P,  at  the  close  of 
1980  Fs  amount  at  risk  in  S’s  activity 
will  be  $180. 

Example  (2).  P  forms  S-1  with  a 
capital  contribution  of  $1  on  January  1, 

1980.  On  February  1, 1980.  S-1  borrows 
$100  with  full  recourse  and  contributes 
all  $101  to  its  newly  formed  subsidiary 
S-2.  S-2  uses  the  proceeds  to  explore  for 
natural  oil  and  gas  resources.  S-2  incurs 


neither  gain  nor  loss  fi'om  its 
explorations  during  the  taxable  year.  As 
of  December  31, 1980,  P  is  at  risk  in  the 
exploration  activity  of  S-2  only  to  the 
extent  of  $1. 

(f)  Effective  date.  This  section  applies 
to  consolidated  return  years  ending  on 
or  after  December  31, 1979. 

'There  is  a  need  for  immediate 
guidance  with  respect  to  the  provisions 
contained  in  this  'Treasury  decision.  For 
this  reason,  it  is  found  impracticable  to 
issue  it  with  notice  and  public  procedure 
under  subsection  (b)  of  section  553  of 
Title  5  of  the  United  States  Code  or 
subject  to  the  effective  date  limitation  of 
subsection  (d)  of  that  section. 

This  Treasury  decision  is  issued  under 
the  authority  contained  in  sections  1502 
and  7805  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
of  1954  (68A  Stat.  637, 917;  26  U.S.C. 

1502,  7805). 

Jerome  Kurtz, 

Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

Approved:  March  11, 1960. 

Donald  C.  Lubick, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

(FR  Doc.  80-a053  Filed  3-12-60;  12:16  pin| 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  35 

(FRL  1430-3] 

State  and  Local  Assistance;  Grants  for 
Construction  of  Treatment  Works 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  to  the 
construction  grant  regulations  published 
on  September  27, 1978  (43  FR  44022), 
allots  to  the  States  the  $3.4  billion 
appropriated  for  fiscal  year  1980  by  Pub. 
L  96-103  for  the  municipal  wastewater 
treatment  works  construction  grant 
program.  The  Senate  report  on  the 
Appropriations  Act  includes  an 
allocation  implementing  Section  205(e) 
of  the  Clean  Water  Act  (the  Act)  which 
establishes  a  one-half  of  one  percent 
allotment  floor  for  all  States  except 
American  Samoa,  Guam,  the  Northern 
Mariana  Islands,  the  Trust  Territory  of 
the  Pacific  Islands,  and  the  Viigin 
Islands.  This  allotment  is  the  same  as 
that  in  the  Senate  report 
DATES:  This  rule  is  effective  March  14, 
1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Harold  P.  Cahill,  )r..  Director, 
Municipal  Construction  Division  (WH- 
547),  Enviroiunental  Protection  Agency, 


Room  1219  East  Tower,  Waterside  Mall. 
401  M  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20460,  phone  202-426-8986. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Allotment  and  Implementation  of 
Section  205(e)  for  Fiscal  Year  1980.  As 
required  under  Section  205(c)  of  the 
Clean  Water  Act,  on  January  10, 1978, 
EPA  allotted  authorizations  under 
Section  207  of  the  Act  for  construction 
grants  for  Fiscal  Years  1978  through 

1981.  The  amounts  allotted  are  shown  in 
§  35.910-8.  Under  Section  207  of  the  Act, 
all  such  authorizations  are  subject  to  the 
amounts  actually  appropriated.  In  Title 
II  of  the  Department  of  Housing  &  Urban 
Development-Independent  Agencies 
Appropriation  Act.  1980  (Pub,  L.  96-103, 
November  5, 1979),  Congress 
appropriated  $3.4  billion  for  Fiscal  Year 
1980.  'This  amendment  to  the  regulations 
establishes  allotments  based  on  the 
amount  actually  appropriated. 

The  Clean  Water  Act  contains  two 
authorizations  for  construction  grants: 
an  overall  authorization  in  Section  207 
to  cover  allotments  of  funds  among  all 
the  States  under  Section  205(c).  and  a 
specific  additional  authorization  in 
Section  205(e)  to  provide  an  allotment 
floor  of  one-half  of  one  percent  for  12 
States  whose  allotment  ratios  under 
Section  205(c)  are  less  than  that  amount. 
The  Senate  report  on  the  Appropriations 
Act  includes  a  table  of  allotments  which 
provides  for  the  implementation  of 
Sections  205  (c)  and  (e)  (Senate  Report 
No.  96-258,  p.  43). 

The  figures  in  the  Senate  Report  were 
computed  as  follows:  The  single 
appropriation  was  divided  into 
$3,352,891,869  for  basic  allotments  under 
Section  205(c),  and  $47,108,131  to  meet 
the  minimum  allotments  under  Section 
205(e).  Those  amounts  were  determined 
as  follows: 

1.  Total  amount  necessary  to 
implement  205(e)  based  on  Clean  Water 
Act  authorization  of  $4,500,000,000  is 
$63,225,000.  This  amount  was 
determined  by  adding  the  difference 
between  the  205(c)  allotments  and  one- 
half  of  one  percent  of  the  205(c) 
authorization  for  the  12  States  with 
allotments  of  less  than  one-half  of  one 
percent.  ($4.5  billion)  (.005) =$22,400,000. 

2.  Relationship  of  total  amount 
necessary  to  205(c)  authorization. 

$4,563,225,000 

_ _  -1.01405 

$4,500,000,000 

3.  Since  the  total  appropriation  was 
less  than  $4,563,225,000  a  base  205(e) 
amoimt  must  be  determined.  'This  can  be 
done  by  dividing  the  $3.4  billion 
appropriated  by  1.01405. 

$3,400,000,000 

_  =$3.352A«1,868tof206(c> 

1.01405 
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4.  The  balance  is  available  for  205(e) 

S3.400.000.000 

-S3.3S2.891.B69 

$47,106,131  lor  205(e) 

Thus,  no  State  will  receive  less  than 
one-half  of  one  percent  of  $3,352,891,869 
or  $16,764,500  (except  for  American 
Samoa,  Guam,  the  Trust  Territory  of 
Pacific  Islands,  the  Northern  Mariana 
Islands,  and  the  Virgin  Islands,  which 
are  authorized  a  lower  amount  by  law). 

Effective  Date.  This  rule  allots  the  FY 
1980  construction  grant  appropriation  in 
accordance  with  the  Appropriation  Act 
and  is  essentially  a  technical 
amendment  to  the  construction  grant 
regulations.  Therefore,  notice  and  public 
comment  is  unnecessary,  and  good 
cause  exists  to  make  the  regulation 
effective  immediately. 

Dated:  March  10, 1980. 

Douglas  M.  Costle, 

Administrator. 

40  CFR,  Part  35,  Subpart  E  is  amended 
by  adding  a  new  §35.910-11  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  35.9 10-11  Allotment  of  Fiscal  Year  1 980 
appropriation. 

(a)  Title  II  of  Pub.  L  96-103 
appropriated  $3.4  billion.  These 
allotments  are  available  until  expended 
but  must  be  obligated  by  September  30, 
1981.  After  that  date,  unobligated 
balances  will  be  reallotted  under 
Section  205(b)  of  the  Act  (see  §  35.910- 
2(b)). 

(b)  The  allotments  were  computed  by 
applying  the  percentages  in  §  35.910-6 
(a)  and  (d)  to  the  funds  appropriated  for 
FY  1980  and  rounding  to  the  nearest 
hundred  dollars. 

(c)  The  $3.4  billion  are  alloted  as 
follows: 


Allotments 
from  funds 

State  Sfipropriated 

under 

Pub.  L  95-372 


Alabama . $43,057,800 

Alaska . 16.764,500 

Arizona . 26,008,400 

Arkansas . . •  25,190,300 

California . 266,595,100 

Colorado _ _  30,803,000 

Connecticut _  37,123,200 

Delaware - 16,764,500 

Distnct  of  Columbia _ 16,764,500 

Florida -  128.637,000 

Georgia...- - -  65,106,400 

Hawaii.. - -  26.581.700 

Idaho -  16.764.500 

Illinois -  174,159,300 

Indiana. - 92,801,300 

Iowa -  43,430,000 

Kansas -  29,515.500 

Kentucky -  49.012,600 

Louisiana - - 42,330,300 

Mame - -  25,129,900 

Maryland . 93,133,300 

Massachusetts _ — .  99,051,100 

Michigan . .  138.494,500 


State 

ANofrnenla 

fromfrmda 

appropriated 

under 

Pub.  L  95-372 

62,668,900 

32.388.900 

83,678,100 

16,764,500 

18,457,700 

16,764,500 

^  29,539,000 

119,748,500 

16,764,500 

New  Yorh . . r 

356,107,300 

66,414,100 

16,764,500 

216,781,200 

31.111,500 

43,500,400 

146,239,700 

17,609,400 

39,450,100 

16,764,500 

51,922,900 

146,300,100 

16,764,500 

16,764,500 

65,723,400 

59,305,900 

60,026,800 

65,391,400 

16,764,500 

2,065,400 

2,494,500 

39,342,800 

4,667,200 

1,267,400 

462,700 

Total -  - - 

3,400.000,000 

|FR  Doc.  80-7960  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 
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40  CFR  Part  52 

[FRL  1436-7] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of  State 
Implementation  Plans;  Final 
Rulemaking  To  Disapprove  the 
Colorado  State  Implementation  Plan 
and  Impose  Federal  Assistance  and 
Stationary  Source  Construction 
Limitations 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Final  Rulemaking. 

summary:  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is 
to  disapprove  the  carbon  monoxide  and 
ozone  portion  of  the  Colorado  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  for  failure  to 
meet  a  condition  of  approval 
promulgated  on  October  5, 1979,  and 
February  5, 1980,  and  to  find  that  the 
State  of  Colorado  is  not  making 
reasonable  efforts  toward  submitting  a 
plan  which  considers  each  of  the 
elements  required  by  Section  172  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act.  By  this  notice,  the 
Administrator  is  imposing,  as  of  this 
date,  certain  limitations  on  federal 
assistance  normally  provided  to  the 
State  of  Colorado  under  the  Clean  Air 
Act  (42  use  7401  et  seq.),  the  Clean 
Water  Act  (33  USC 1251  et  seq.)  and  the 
Surface  Transportation  Assistance  Act 


/  Rules  and  Regulations 


(23  USC  101  et  seq.].  Authority  for  this 
action  is  found  in  Sections  176(a)  and 
316  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (42  USC'7476(a) 
and  7516).  Disapproval  of  these  portions 
of  the  SIP  also  invokes  the  ban  on 
construction  of  major  or  new  or 
modified  stationary  sources  of  carbon 
monoxide  or  hydrocarbons  in  the 
geographic  areas  described  below,  as 
required  by  Section  110(a)(2)(I)  of  the 
Act  (42  USC  7410(a)(2](I))  and  is  further 
explained  in  44  FR  38471  (July  2, 1979) 
and  44  FR  67182  (November  23, 1979). 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  14, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  R.  DeSpain,  Chief,  Air  Programs 
Branch,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  1860  Lincoln  Street  (8AH-A), 
Denver,  Colorado  80295,  (303)  837-3471. 
SUPPLEMENTAL  INFORMATION:  This 
action  is  being  made  immediately 
effective  because  EPA’s  intention  to  do 
so  was  previously  announced  publicly, 
and  because  immediate  imposition  of 
the  funding  and  construction  restrictions 
is  necessary  to  avoid  further 
degradation  of  air  quality  and  otherwise 
carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  Act 

Background 

Section  172(b)(ll)(B)  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act  requires  any  area  which  cannot 
attain  primary  national  ambient  air 
quality  standards  for  carbon  monoxide 
or  ozone  by  1982  to  “establish  a  specific 
schedule  for  implementation  of  a  vehicle 
emission  control  inspection  and 
maintenance  program.”  Section 
172(b](10)  of  the  Act  requires  the  State 
to  include  in  its  SIP  written  evidence  of 
adequate  legal  authority  to  implement 
and  enforce  the  provisions  of  the  plan. 
Pursuant  to  these  statutory  requirements 
and  consistent  with  the  legislative 
history,  EPA  determined  that  the  final 
deadline  for  submitting  assurances  of 
adequate  legal  authority  to  carry  out  a 
motor  vehicle  exhaust  emissions  control 
program  was  June  30, 1979  (See  44  FR 
20377,  April  4, 1979). 

In  the  October  5, 1979,  final 
rulemaking  on  the  Colorado  SIP  (44  FR 
57401),  EPA  stated  that  the  State  of 
Colorado  had  satisfied  the  condition  for 
an  extension  of  the  deadline  for 
certification  of  adequate  legal  authority 
for  a  motor  vehicle  exhaust  emissions 
control  program.  During  the  closing  days 
of  the  1979  Legislative  Session,  some  of 
the  legislators  misunderstood  whether 
EPA  could  approve  the  program 
established  in  Senate  Bill  1  which 
included  a  commitment  to  study 
alternative  approaches  to  controlling 
motor  vehicle  exhaust  emissions  and 
pass  appropriate  additional  legislation 
by  March  1, 1980,  to  meet  requirements 
in  the  Clean  Air  Act.  Senate  Bill  1  also 
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established  a  motor  vehicle  exhaust 
emissions  control  program  which  would 
go  into  effect  automatically  if  the 
legislative  did  not  adopt  additional 
legislation  by  March  1, 1980.  However, 
in  the  October  5, 1979,  rulemaking  EPA 
indicated  that  the  program  established 
in  Senate  Bill  1  was  not  acceptable  and 
noted  specific  deficiencies  (44  FR  57404- 
57405).  EPA  conditionally  approved  this 
critical  element  of  the  SIP  with  the 
provision  that  the  State  certify  and 
submit  to  EPA  by  March  1, 1980, 
evidence  of  adequate  legal  authority  for 
the  required  program  and  corrections  to 
other  deficiencies  noted  in  the  October 
5, 1979,  rulemaking. 

As  of  today,  the  State  has  not  made 
the  necessary  certification  and  no 
evidence  of  legal  authority  has  been 
submitted  to  EPA  as  a  SIP  revision.  The 
State  Legislature  considered  enabling 
legislation  for  an  I/M  Program  during 
the  last  four  sessions.  During  the  1978 
session.  Senate  Bill  231  was  enacted  and 
would  have  potentially  provided 
adequate  legal  authority  for  the  required 
program.  However,  during  the  1979 
session,  this  bill  was  repealed  and 
replaced  with  Senate  Bill  1  which 
established  an  unacceptable  program. 
Thus.  EPA  believes  the  State  has  had 
ample  time  and  opportunity  to  adopt  the 
motor  vehicle  exhaust  emissions  control 
program  required  by  Sections  172  (b)(10) 
and  (b](ll)(B)  of  the  Act 
In  the  October  5. 1979,  rulemaking, 

EPA  notified  the  public  of  its  intention 
to  disapprove  the  SIP,  thereby  invoking 
the  stationary  source  construction 
moratorium  contained  in  Section 
110(a)(2](I)  of  the  Act  and  to  implement 
the  federal  assistance  restrictions 
contained  in  Sections  176(a)  and  316 
without  delay  should  the  State  fail  to 
comply  with  the  conditions  and 
deadlines  associated  with  the  October  5. 
1979,  rulemaking.  Comments  were 
received  on  the  proposed  deadlines  and 
appropriateness  of  EPA's  intention  to 
impose  funding  limitations  (see  45  FR 
7801,  February  5. 1980). 

Since  the  State  of  Colorado  has  not 
yet  submitted  an  effective  motor  vehicle 
exhaust  emissions  control  program,  nor 
evidence  of  adequate  legal  auAority  for 
the  required  program,  this  final 
rulemaking  withdraws  the  October  5. 
1979,  conditional  approval  and 
disapproves  the  carbon  monoxide  and 
ozone  SIP.  This  notice  also  announces 
EPA’s  finding  that  the  State  is  not 
making  reasonable  efforts  to  revise  the 
SIP.  As  a  result  federal  assistance  and 
stationary  source  construction 
limitations  are  hereby  imposed  in  the 
affected  nonattainment  areas. 


Geographic  Area 

The  geographic  area  to  which  the 
limitations  apply  is  coterminous  with 
the  nonattainment  areas  for  carbon 
monoxide  and  ozone  in  Colorado,  east 
of  the  Continental  Divide.  These  areas 
were  initially  defined  in  the  March  3, 
1978,  Federal  Register,  Part  II  (43  CFR 
8977),  and  the  September  11, 1978, 
Federal  Register,  Part  V  (43  FR  40422), 
and  subsequently  modified  in  the 
August  17, 1979,  Federal  Register  (44  FR 
48285)  and  the  November  6, 1979, 
Federal  Register  (44  FR  64078). 

This  area  includes  the  Greeley  and 
Fort  Collins  AQMA  Analysis  areas,  as 
defined  on  maps  which  were  submitted 
to  EPA  by  the  State  for  approval  and 
were  subsequently  approved  by  EPA  on 
March  3.  and  September  11, 1978,  as 
cited  above,  the  counties  of  Arapahoe, 
Adams.  Denver,  Jefferson,  Boulder  and 
Douglas  and  the  Colorado  Springs  3-C 
Urbanized  Area  as  defined  by  the  Pikes 
Peak  Area  Council  of  Governments,  the 
official  Colorado  Springs  Metropolitan 
Planning  Organization  (MPO).  The 
Colorado  SIP  includes  a  deflation  (map) 
of  the  Colorado  Springs  3-C  area.  This 
area  includes  the  City  of  Colorado 
Springs,  and  additional  areas  expected 
to  be  urbanized  by  the  year  2000.  It 
occupies  roughly  one  third  of  El  Paso 
County. 

Effect  of  Rule 

Since  the  State  of  Colorado  SIP  is 
disapproved  and  does  not  satisfy  the 
Part  D  requirements  for  carbon 
monoxide  and  ozone,  section  110(a)(2)(I) 
of  the  Act  prohibits  construction  of  new 
major  or  modified  stationary  sources  of 
CO  or  hydrocarbons  in  these  areas 
unless  the  source  applied  for  a  permit 
prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this  rule. 
(For  further  explanation  of  the 
construction  ban  see  44  FR  38471  (July  2, 
1979),  and  44  FR  67182  (November  23. 
1979). 

Since  EPA  also  finds  that  the  State  is 
not  making  reasonable  efforts  to  submit 
a  SIP  which  considers  each  of  the 
elements  required  by  Section  172,  the 
federal  assistance  limitations  authorized 
by  Section  176(a)  are  effective. 

Therefore,  as  of  this  date,  the  EPA 
Regional  Administrator  may  withhold 
EPA  air  grants  to  the  affected  areas 
under  40  CFR  Part  30.  However,  since 
these  grants  are  directly  related  to  air 
quality  improvement,  the  Regional 
Administrator  has  discretion  to  continue 
to  award  grants  under  the  Act  to  State 
and  local  air  quality  control  agencies 
designated  under  Action  174  of  the  Act, 
if  he  finds  such  grants  are  necessary  for 
immediate  air  quality  benefits  or 
development,  implementation  or 


enforcement  of  SIP  revisions.  Also,  the 
Regional  Administrator  may  continue  to 
award  air  grants  to  prevent  substantial 
endangering  of  public  health  or  safety. 

EPA’s  finding  that  the  State  of 
Colorado  is  not  making  reasonable 
efforts  to  submit  a  SIP  revision  also 
affects  transportation-related  programs 
and  projects  eligible  for  funding  under 
Title  23.  United  States  Codes 
(Highways).  As  of  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  finding  in  the  Federal 
Register,  the  Federal  Highway 
Administration  (FHWA)  of  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Transportation  will  not 
approve  programs  or  award  grants  (i.e. 
issue  authorizations  to  proceed  with 
work  on  projects)  other  than  for  safety, 
mass  transit,  and  transportation 
improvement  projects  related  to  air 
quality  improvement  or  maintenance  in 
the  geographic  areas  described  above. 
De^tions  for  the  various  categories  of 
exempted  projects  developed  jointly  by 
EPA  and  the  Department  of 
Transportation,  were  proposed  in  44  FR 
33473  (June  11, 1979),  and  should  be  used 
to  guide  determining  which  projects  may 
be  approved  or  funded.  In  accordance 
with  the  June  11, 1979,  Federal  Register 
notice.  FHWA  will  provide  the  EPA 
Regional  Administrator  with 
information  on  exempted  projects 
advanced  in  the  areas  affected  by  this 
federal  assistance  limitation. 

In  addition,  since  the  SIP  is 
disapproved.  Section  316(b)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  authorize  EPA  to  withhold, 
condition,  or  restrict  grants  available 
under  Section  201(g)  of  the  Clean  Water 
Act  for  sewage  treatment  facilities. 
Therefore,  the  EPA  Regional 
Administrator  may  withhold  grants  fi*om 
local  general  purpose  governments, 
sanitation  districts,  or  other  eligible 
grantees  in  the  geographic  areas 
described  above,  for  construction  or 
modification  of  capacity  related  sewage 
treatment  facilities.  Projects  within  the 
Front  Range  nonattainment  area,  which 
would  create  new  sewage  treatment 
capacity,  and  are  on  the  State-approved 
priority  list  for  funuLjig  may  be  affected 
by  this  action.  Decisions  regarding  the 
applicability  of  the  Section  310 
restrictions  will  be  made  on  a  case-by¬ 
case  basis  by  EPA  after  grant 
applications  have  been  submitted.  The 
^A  Regional  Administrator  may  fund  a 
specific  project  if  he  finds  that  it  is 
needed  to  prevent  a  significant  public 
health  hazard. 

The  reason  for  this  action  is  the 
failure  of  the  State  of  Colorado  to  adopt 
an  acceptable  program  to  reduce  motor 
vehicle  emissions  from  in-use  vehicles 
by  the  deadline  established  in  Senate 
Bill  1  of  March  1, 1980.  In  the  cases  of 
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Denver  and  Colorado  Springs,  a  program 
to  reduce  emissions  from  in-use  vehicles 
such  as  inspection/maintenance  was 
required  because  these  areas 
demonstrated  a  need  for  an  extension  of 
the  attainment  date  beyond  1982. 
Adoption  of  an  acceptable  program  for 
those  geographic  areas  would  allow  the 
State  of  Colorado  to  regain  approved 
status  for  its  State  Implementation  Plan 
and  allow  lifting  of  the  federal 
assistance  and  stationary  source 
limitations.  If  there  is  no  such  action  the 
Federal  Government  may  promulgate  a 
program  under  Section  110(c);  however, 
the  federal  promulgation  would  only  lifr 
the  stationary  source  construction  ban. 
Alternatively,  if  the  State  were  to  adopt 
additional,  more  stringent  measures 
which  demonstrated  attainment  prior  to 
December  31, 1982,  then  no  I/M  program 
would  be  required  for  Denver  and 
Colorado  Springs. 

The  situation  in  Greeley  and  Fort 
Collins  is  somewhat  different.  Both  of 
these  urban  areas  are  imder  two 
hundred  thousand  in  population. 
According  to  EPA  guidance,  urban  areas 
in  that  population  range  are  not  required 
to  adopt  an  in-use  veldcle  emission 
reduction  program  as  a  condition  of 
granting  an  extension  in  the  attainment 
date  beyond  1982.  However,  the  SIP  for 
these  areas  included  emission  reduction 
credit  for  the  I/M  program.  Thus, 
although  the  Colorado  legislature  has 
failed  to  adopt  a  suitable  program,  these 
areas  have  the  option  of  developing  and 
submitting  a  SIP  revision  which  commits 
to  attainment  of  the  carbon  monoxide 
standards  and  identifies  alternative 
control  measures  to  provide  for 
attainment  by  1987. 

The  removal  of  this  limitation  will  be 
by  Federal  Register  notice  and  could  be 
proposed  at  the  time  of  proposal  to 
approve  additional  materials,  including 
the  required  evidence  of  legal  authority 
which  may  be  submitted  to  EPA  by  the 
State  of  Colorado  in  response  to  tMs 
disapproval.  A  thirty  day  public 
comment  period  will  be  provided  prior 
to  final  action. 

Under  Executive  Order  12044,  EPA  is 
required  to  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“significant”  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
procedural  requirements  of  the  Order  or 
whether  it  may  follow  other  specialized 
development  procedures.  EPA  labels 
these  other  regulations  “specialized.”  1 
have  reviewed  this  regulation  and 
determined  that  it  is  a  specialized 
regulation  not  subject  to  the  procedural 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12044. 

lliis  notice  of  rulemaking  is  issued 
under  the  authority  of  Sections  110, 172, 
176(a),  301,  and  316  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
as  amended. 


Dated:  March  12, 1980. 

Douglas  Costle, 

Administrator. 

Title  40,  Part  52  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  as  follows: 

Subpart  Gr>Colorado 

1.  Section  52.324(c)  is  revised  as 
follows: 

§  52.324  Legal  authority. 
***** 

(c)  The  requirements  of  §  51.11  of  this 
chapter  and  sections  172(b)(10)  and 
(b)(ll)(B)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  are  not 
met  since  no  evidence  of  legal  authority 
to  implement  and  enforce  an  inspection 
and  maintenance  program  for  in-use 
motor  vehicles  has  been  submitted. 

2.  Section  52.327  is  revised  as  follows: 

852.327  Control  Strategy:  Ozone. 

(a)  Part  D  Disapproval— The  Denver 
plan  is  disapproved  since  the  area  does 
not  have  adequate  legal  authority  to 
implement  and  enforce  a  vehicle 
emissions  control  inspection  and 
maintenance  program. 

3.  Section  52.328  is  revised  as  follows: 

8  52.328  Control  strategy:  Carbon 
monoxide. 

(a)  Part  D  Disapproval— The  Denver, 
Colorado  Springs,  Fort  Collins  and 
Greeley  Plans  are  disapproved  since 
these  areas  do  not  have  legal  authority 
to  implement  and  enforce  a  vehicle 
emissions  control  inspection  and 
maintenance  program. 

{FR  Doc.  80-80einied  3-13-aO;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  WSO-OI-M 


COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BLIND  AND  OTHER  SEVERELY 
HANDICAPPED 

41  CFR  Part  51-4 

Workshop  Certification;  Correction 

agency:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped. 

action:  Final  rule — Correction. 


summary:  In  45  FR  10345,  February  15, 
1980,  8  51-4.2  “Procedures  for 
Qualification”,  paragraph  (c)  is 
corrected  by  adding  at  the  beginning  of 
the  first  sentence  the  words  “A 
workshop  shall”.  The  sentence,  as 
corrected,  reads  “A  workshop  shall 
submit  two  completed  copies  *  *  *  for 
provision  by  the  workshop.” 


for  further  information  contact: 

C.  W.  Fletcher,  (703)  557-1145. 

C  W.  Fletcher, 

Executive  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7886  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

WLUNQ  CODE  S820-S3-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
41  CFR  Parts  109-35, 109-40 
Property  Management  Regulations 

CFR  Correction 

In  the  July  1, 1979,  revision  of  Title  41 
(Chapter  101  to  End)  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  Part  109-35 
appearing  in  Subchapter  F — ^ADP  and 
Telecommunications  and  Part  109-40 
appearing  in  Subchapter  G — 
Transportation  and  Motor  Vehicles 
were  inadvertently  omitted.  Parts  109-35 
and  109-40  last  appeared  on  pages  881 
through  885  of  the  July  1, 1978,  revision 
of  41  CFR  Chapter  101  to  End.  This 
material  remains  in  force  and  effect  and 
will  appear  in  the  1980  revision  of  Title 
41. 

Parts  109-35  and  109-40  should  read 
as  set  forth  below. 

Subchapter  F— ADP  and 
Telecommunications 

PART  109-35— 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

109-35.000  Scope  of  part 
109-35.000-50  Applicability  to  contractors. 

Sidipart  109-35.1— General  Provisions 

109-35.107  Surveys. 

109-35.108  Agency  payments  to  common 
carriers. 

Subpart  109-35.2— Major  Changes  and  New 
Installations 

109-35.202  Definition  of  major  changes. 

Subpart  109-35.3— Utilization  and  Ordering 
of  Telecommunications  Services 

109-35.304  Changes  in  telephone  listing. 
109-35.306  Forms  for  telegraph  messages. 

Subpart  109-35.4— Contracting, 

Negotiation,  and  Representation  Involving 
Telecommunications  Services 

109-35.402  Contracting. 

109-35.405  Submission  of  requests. 

Authority:  Sec.  161,  as  amended,  68  Stat 
048,  sec.  205, 63  Stat.  390,  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C  2201, 40  U.S.C.  486. 

Source:  34  FR  12582,  Aug.  1, 1969,  unless 
otherwise  noted. 

Note:  Nomenclature  changes  affecting  this 
part  were  published  at  40  FR  5364,  Feb.  5, 

1975. 

8 109-35.000  Scope  Of  part 
This  part  prescribes  ERDA  regulations 
governing  telecommunications  activities. 
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which  regulations  implement  Federal 
Property  Management  Regulations. 

S  109-35.000-50  Applicability  to 
contractors. 

FPMR 101-^,  Telecommunications, 
and  ERDA-PMR  109-^5, 
Telecommunications,  shall  be  applied  to 
cost-type  contractors’ 
telecommunications  activities  as 
follows; 

(a)  In  all  respects  to  cost-type 
contractors  employing 
telecommunications  facilities  and 
services  which  are  wholly  owned, 
leased,  or  cost  reimbursed  by  the  ERDA. 

(b]  To  all  other  cost-type  contractors 
whose  telecommunications  costs  are 
directly  identifiable  and  chargeable  to 
EROA,  when  such  costs  are  considered 
significant  and  to  the  extent  that 
application  of  ERDA  Manual  Chapter 
0270  and  appendix  handbook  is 
practicable. 

Subpart  109-35.1— General  Provisions 

§  109-35.107  Surveys. 

Surveys  of  ERDA  communications 
facilities  requested  by  GSA  will  be 
coordinated  through  ERDA 
headquarters. 

§  109-35.108  Agency  payments  to 
common  carriers. 

GSA  will  advise  ERDA  Headquarters 
of  its  requests  for  common  carrier  bills 
rendered  to  ERDA. 

Subpart  109-35.2— Major  Changes  and 
New  Installations 

S  109-35.202  Definition  of  major  changes. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  Subpart  109- 
35.2,  the  following  shall  be  deemed 
major  changes  or  new  installations  of 
telecommimications  facilities: 

(a)  Local  telephone  service.  In 
connection  with  $  101-35.202(a](6), 
installation  or  removal  of  tielines 
between  the  gateway  PBX  and  satellite 
PBX’s  on  the  same  site  shall  not  be 
deemed  major  changes  or  new 
installations  requiring  GSA  review. 
Significant  increases  or  decreases  in  the 
number  of  these  lines  or  other 
information  which  could  have  an  effect 
on  the  FTS  traffic  load  will  be  reported 
to  GSA. 

(b)  Intercity  telephone  service. 

Applies  as  written  in  $  101-35.202. 

(c)  Data  transmission  service. 
Installation  or  removal  of  local  data 
transmission  channels  or  equipment 
which  are  used  exclusively  for  onsite 
transmission  (i.e.,  in  the  sense  that  there 
can  be  no  direct  transmission  by  the 
channel  or  equipment  off  the  site)  shall 
not  require  GSA  approval.  This, 
however,  does  not  preclude  compliance 


with  the  requirement  of  Subpart  101- 
35.202a.(9). 

(d)  Telegraph  service.  Installation  or 
removal  of  exclusively  onsite  (i.e.,  in  the 
sense  that  there  can  be  no  direct 
transmission  by  the  equipment  off  the 
site)  teletype  leased  lines  and 
associated  equipment  shall  not  be 
deemed  major  change  or  new 
installation. 

(e)  Communications  security  service. 
The  GSA/ERDA  Agreement  relating  to 
communications  security  service 
provides  information  for  GSA  review  in 
this  area.  No  additional  information 
need  be  provided  by  ERDA  with  respect 
to  facilities  covered  by  that  Agreement 

(f)  Radio  service.  Notification  to  GSA 
may  be  made  through  the  GSA  member 
of  Ae  Interdepartment  Radio  Advisory 
Committee  (I^C).  ERDA  need  provide 
additional  information  with  respect  to 
matters  reported  to  IRAC  only  if 
specifically  requested  by  GSA.  For 
purposes  of  ra^o  service,  calculation  of 
the  20  regular  working  days  referred  to 
in  FPMR  101-35.201  shall  begin  on  the 
date  the  GSA  member  of  ERAC  is 
advised  of  the  proposed  ERDA  action. 
GSA  will  review  applications  filed  for 
’Telephone  Action”  and  will  informally 
advise  ERDA  of  recommendations,  if 
any,  within  5  working  days  fi:om  the 
date  of  receipt  of  the  application  fi'om 
IRAC, 

(g)  Video  and  audio  service.  The 
requirements  of  this  paragraph  shall  not 
apply  to  exclusively  onsite  equipment 
(i.e.,  in  the  sense  that  there  can  be  no 
direct  transmission  by  the  equipment  or 
channels  off  the  site). 

Subpart  109-35.3— Utilization  and 
Ordering  of  Telecommunications 
Services 

§  109-35.304  Changes  in  telephone  listing. 

ERDA  is  required  to  use  Standard 
Form  146  only  in  connection  with  joint 
use  switchboards  not  operated  by  ERDA 
or  its  contractors. 

§  109-35.306  Forms  for  telegraph 
messages. 

ERDA  is  required  to  use  Standard 
Form  14  only  in  connection  with  ERDA 
contractors’  use  of  GSA-operated 
teletypewriter  centers. 

Subpart  109-35.4 — Contracting, 
Negotiation,  and  Representation 
Involving  Telecommunications 
Services 

S  109-35.402  Contracting. 

Copies  of  existing  ERDA 
communications  common  carrier 
contracts  shall  be  furnished  to  GSA  for 
information  and  analysis. 


S  109-35.405  Submission  of  requests. 

Field  office  requests  for  GSA 
assistance  will  be  submitted  through 
ERDA  Headquarters. 

SUBCHAPTER  Q-TRANSPORTATION  AND 
MOTOR  VEHICLES 

PART  109-40— TRANSPORTATION 
AND  TRAFFIC  MANAGEMENT 

Sec. 

109-40.000  Scope  of  part. 

109-40.000-50  Applicability  to  contractors. 
109-40.1  General  provisions. 

109-40.102  Representation  before  regulatory 
bodies. 

109-40.106  Reports. 

109-40.109  Utilization  of  special  contracts 
and  agreements. 

109-40.3  Freight  rates,  routes,  and  services. 
109-40.303-2  Cost  consideration. 
109-40.305-3  Negotiation  by  other  agencies. 
109-40.305-5  Reports  of  agency 
negotiations. 

109-40.305-50  Negotiations  involving 
national  security. 

109-40.307  Tonnage  reports. 

109-40.50  Bills  of  lading. 

109-40.5000  Scope  of  subpart 
109-40.5001  Policy. 

109-40.5002  Applicability. 

109-40.5003  Commercial  bills  of  lading  or 
commercial  express  receipts. 

109-40.5004  Government  bills  of  lading. 
109-^0.51  Price-Anderson  coverage 
certifications. 

109-40.5100  Scope  of  subpart. 

109-40.5101  Policy. 

Authority:  Sea  161,  as  amended,  68  Stat 
948;  42  U.S.C.  2201;  sec.  205,  as  amended,  63 
Stat  390;  40  U.S.C  486. 

Source:  33  FR  4140,  Mar.  S,  1968,  unless 
otherwise  noted. 

Note:  Nomenclature  changes  affecting  this 
part  were  published  at  40  FR  5364,  Feb.  5, 
1975. 

§  109-40.000  Scope  of  part 

This  part  prescribes  ERDA  regulations 
governing  transportation  and  traffic 
management  activities,  which 
regulations  implement  and  supplement 
Federal  Property  Management 
Regulations. 

§  109-40.000-50  Applicability  to 
contractors. 

FPMR  Part  101-40,  Transportation  and 
Traffic  Management  and  ERDA-PMR 
109-40,  Transportation  and  Traffic 
Management  should  be  applied  to  cost- 
type  contractors’  transportation  and 
traffic  management  activities.  Departure 
by  cost-type  contractors  from  the 
provisions  of  these  regulations  may  be 
authorized  by  the  contracting  officer 
provided  the  practices  and  procedures 
followed  are  consistent  with  the  basic 
policy  objectives  in  these  regulations 
and  except  to  the  extent  such  departure 
is  prohibited  by  statute  or  executive 
order. 
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S  109-40.1  General  provisions. 

§  109-40.102  Representation  before 
regulatory  bodies. 

Participation  in  proceedings  related  to 
carrier  applications  to  regulatory  bodies 
for  temporary  or  permanent  authority  to 
operate  in  specified  geographical 
locations  shall  be  confined  to 
statements  or  testimony  in  support  of  a 
need  for  service  and  shall  not  extend  to 
support  of  individual  carriers  or  groups 
of  carriers. 

§  109-40.106  Reports. 

Reports  which  are  specifically 
requested  by  GSA  or  are  prescribed  in 
Federal  Property  Management 
Regulation  101-40  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  Division  of  Waste  Management  and 
Transportation  five  days  prior  to  the 
established  due  date  so  as  to  permit 
timely  transmittal  to  GSA.  The  format  to 
be  used  by  field  offices  for  reporting  as 
indicated  above  shall  be  as  prescribed 
in  the  specific  requests  or  appropriate 
section  of  the  FPMR. 

[33  FR  4140,  Mar.  5, 1968,  as  amended  at  38 
FR  22549,  Aug.  22, 1973] 

§109-40.109  Utilization  of  special 
contracts  and  agreements. 

From  time  to  time  special 
transportation  agreements  are  entered 
into  on  a  Government-wide  or  an  ERDA- 
wide  basis  and  are  applicable  generally 
to  ERDA  shipments,  llie  Division  of 
Waste  Management  and  Transportation 
will  distribute  information  on  such 
agreements  to  field  offices  as  it  becomes 
available. 

[33  FR  4140,  Mar.  5, 1968,  as  amended  at  38 
FR  22549,  Aug.  22, 1973] 

§  109-40.3  Freight  rates,  routes,  and 
services. 

§  109-40.303-2  Cost  consideration. 

Premium  transportation  shall  be  used 
only  when  the  additional  cost  is  clearly 
justified.  When  premium  transportation 
is  used  for  shipments  in  excess  of  500 
pounds,  a  written  statement  supporting 
the  use  of  such  transportation  shall  be 
retained  in  an  appropriate  file. 

§  109-40.305-3  Negotiation  by  other 
agencies. 

The  limitations  in  FPMR  101-40.305- 
3(a)  do  not  apply  to  the  initiation  and 
conduct  of  negotiations  for  fi'eight  rates 
and  services  related  to  shipments  of 
nuclear  weapons  and  radioactive  and 
fissile  materials. 

§  109-40.305-5  Reports  Of  agency 
negotiations. 

Subject  to  the  provisions  of  FPMR 
101-40.305-5  a  complete  report  of  each 
negotiation  [other  than  those  related  to 


nuclear  weapons,  radioactive  and  fissile 
material  shipments,  and  all  other 
commodities  when  the  quantity  involved 
is  less  than  100  short  tons  of  a  single 
commodity  or  mixed  commodities  to  be 
moved  by  common  carrier  fi^m  the 
same  consignor  to  the  same  consignee 
within  a  30^ay  period)  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Division  of  Waste 
Management  and  Transportation 
promptly  after  each  negotiation  is 
completed  for  transmittal  to  GSA.  Each 
report  shall  be  in  memorandum  form 
referencing  FPMR  101-40.305-5  and 
shall  contain  the  data  prescribed  in  the 
FPMR’s.  Classified  information  shall  not 
be  included  in  the  reports. 

[33  FR  4140,  Mar.  5, 1968,  as  amended  at  38 
FR  2254a  Aug.  22, 1973] 

§  109-40.305-50  Negotiations  Involving 
national  security. 

Title  49  U.S.C,  section  22,  as  amended 
by  Pub.  L  85-246,  provides  that  rate 
tenders  to  the  Government  must  be  filed 
by  the  carriers  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  except  for  “any 
quotation  or  tender  which,  as  indicated 
by  the  U.S.  Government,  or  any  agency 
or  Department  thereof,  to  any  carrier  or 
carriers,  involves  information  the 
disclosure  of  which  would  endanger  the 
national  security.'*  Carriers  will  be 
informed  by  the  negotiating  official  if 
any  quotation  or  tender  to  the  Energy 
Research  and  Development 
Administration  involves  such 
information. 

§  109-40.307  Tonnage  reports. 

Tonnage  reports  required  by  FPMR 
101-40.307  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
Division  of  Waste  Management  and 
Transportation  5  working  days  before 
the  end  of  each  calendar  month  so  as  to 
allow  for  timely  transmittal  to  GSA. 
Tonnage  representing  commodities 
under  ERDA  negotiated  rates  authorized 
by  ERDA-PMR  109-40.305-3  shall  not  be 
reported  to  GSA. 

[33  FR  4140,  Mar.  5, 1968,  as  amended  at  38 
FR  22549,  Aug.  22, 1973] 

§  109-40.50  Bills  Of  lading. 

§  109-40.5000  Scops  Of  subpart 

This  subpart  sets  forth  the 
requirements  under  which  commercial 
or  Government  bills  of  lading  or  express 
receipts  may  be  used. 

§109-40.5001  Policy. 

Generally  ERDA  cost-type  contractors 
will  use  commercial  bills  of  lading  or 
commercial  express  receipts  in  making 
shipments  for  the  account  of  the  ERDA. 
Cost-type  contractors  may  be  authorized 
by  the  contracting  officer  to  use 
Government  bills  of  lading  if  such  use 


will  be  advantageous  to  the 
Government. 

§109-40.5002  Applicability. 

The  policy  and  procedures  set  forth  in 
this  subpart  shall  be  applied  when 
ERDA's  cost-type  contractors  use 
commercial  bills  of  lading  or  conunercial 
express  receipts. 

§  109-40.5003  Commercial  bills  of  lading 
or  commercial  express  receipts. 

(a)  ERDA’s  cost-type  contractors 
using  conunercial  bills  of  lading  in 
making  shipments  for  the  account  of  the 
Energy  Research  Development 
Administration  shall  include  the 
following  statement  or  one  substantially 
the  same  on  all  commercial  bills  of 
lading: 

This  shipment  is  for  the  account  of  the  U.S. 
Government  which  will  assume  the  freight 
diarges  and  is  subject  to  the  terms  and 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  standard  form  of 
the  U.S.  Government  bills  of  lading  and  to 
any  available  special  rates  or  charges. 

(b)  The  foregoing  language  may  be 
varied  without  materially  changing  its 
substance  to  satisfy  the  needs  of 
particular  cost-type  contractors  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  the  benefit  of  the 
lowest  available  rates  for  the  account  of 
the  Government. 

(c)  Where  practicable,  commercial 
bills  of  lading  or  express  receipts  may 
provide  for  consignment  of  a  shipment 
to  the  Energy  Research  Development 
Administration  c/o  the  cost-type 
contractor  or  may  indicate  consignment 
by  the  contractor  “for  the  Energy 
Research  Development  Administration." 

(d)  Commercial  bills  of  lading 
exceeding  $10,000  issued  by  cost-type 
contractors  shall  be  annotated  widi  a 
typewritten,  rubber  stamp,  or  similar 
impression  containing  the  following 
wording: 

Equal  Employment  Opportunity 

The  nondiscrimination  clauses  contained  in 
section  202  of  Executive  Order  11246  relative 
to  equal  employment  opportimity  for  all 
persons  without  regard  to  race,  creed,  color, 
or  national  origin,  and  the  implementing  rules 
and  regulations  of  the  President's  Committee 
on  Equal  Employment  Opportunity  which,  to 
the  extent  not  inconsistent  with  Executive 
Order  11246,  remain  in  full  force  and  effect  as 
those  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  are 
incorporated  herein. 

§  109-40.5004  Government  bills  of  lading. 

(a)  Before  any  Government  bill  of 
la^ng  which  has  not  been  revised  to 
include  reference  to  Executive  Order 
10925,  as  amended,  or  Executive  Order 
11246  is  issued  for  use  by  ERDA  or  cost- 
type  contractors  (where  authorized)  at 
least  the  original  (SF 1103)  and  shipping 
order  copy  (SF  1104)  shall  be  annotated 
with  a  ts^written,  rubber  stamp,  or 
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similar  impression  containing  the 
following  wording: 

Equal  Employment  Opportunity 

Condition  9  hereof  is  revised  as  follows. 
The  nondiscrimination  clauses  contained  in 
section  202  of  Executive  Order  11246  relative 
to  equal  employment  opportunity  for  all 
persons  without  regard  to  race,  creed,  color 
or  national  origin  and  the  implementing  rules 
and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary 
of  Labor,  are  incorporated  herein. 

(b)  In  those  instances  when  ERDA 
cost-type  contractors  are  authorized  to 
use  Government  bills  of  lading,  specific 
employees  of  cost-type  contractors  will 
be  authorized  by  the  contracting  officer 
to  issue  such  Government  bills  of  lading. 
(See  Title  V,  U.S.  Government 
Accounting  Office  Policy  and 
Procedures  Manual  for  Guidance  of 
Federal  Agencies.) 

§  109-40.51  Price-Anderson  coverage 
certifications. 

§  109-40.5100  Scope  of  subpart 

This  subpart  sets  forth  the  policy  for 
issuance  of  certifications  regarding 
Price-Anderson  coverage  of  particular 
shipments. 

§  109-40.5101  Policy. 

Upon  request  of  a  carrier,  an 
appropriate  certification  will  be  issued 
by  an  authorized  representative  of  the 
Energy  Research  Development 
Administration  to  the  carrier  regarding 
the  applicability  of  Price-Anderson 
indemnity  to  a  particular  shipment 

BILUNG  CODE  6S20-26-M 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

49  CFR  Part  1033 

Cadar  Rapids  and  Iowa  City  Railway 
Co.  Authorized  to  Operate  Over  Tracks 
Embargoed  by  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St 
Paul  and  Pacific  Railroad  Co. 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Service  Order  No.  1431. 

summary:  This  order  authorizes  the 
Cedar  Rapids  and  Iowa  City  Railway 
Company  to  operate  over  tracks  of 
Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  (MILW)  between 
Middle  Amana,  Iowa,  and  Cedar  Rapids 
where  MILW  has  been  operating  imder 
trackage  rights;  and  over  certain 
terminal  and  industry  tracks  in  Cedar 
Rapids  between  Milepost  86  and 
Milepost  87  in  order  to  serve  the  6th 
Street  Power  Station.  This  provides  for 
the  continuation  of  service  to  shippers 


which  would  otherwise  be  deprived  of 
essential  railroad  services. 

EFFECnvi  dates:  12K)1  a.m.,  March  1, 
1980,  and  continiung  in  effect  until  11:59 
p.m.,  March  31, 1960. 

FOR  FURTHER  FORMATION  CONTACT: 

J.  Kenneth  Carter  (202)  275-7840. 

Decided:  February  29, 1980. 

By  Order  No.  290A,  dated  February 

25. 1980,  the  United  States  District  Court 
for  the  Northern  District  of  Illinois, 
Eastern  Division,  authorized  the  Trustee 
of  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and 
Pacific  Railroad  Company  (MILW)  to 
impose  an  embargo  on  all  operations 
outside  of  the  MILW  "core  system”  as 
identified  by  the  Court.  The  MILW  was 
authorized  to  place  an  embargo  on 
inbound  traffic  as  of  11:59  p.m..  February 

27. 1980,  and  on  originating  traffic  as  of 
11:59  p.m.,  February  29, 1980.  The  MILW 
placed  Embargo  No.  10-80  as  directed 
by  the  Court,  effective  on  these  dates. 

The  Cedar  Rapids  and  Iowa  City 
Railway  Company  (CIC)  requests  an 
emergency  service  order  to  operate  over 
embargoed  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul 
and  Pacific  Railroad  Company  (MILW) 
tracks  in  order  to  continue  service  to 
shippers  on  these  lines. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  Commission 
that  an  emergency  exists  requiring  the 
operation  by  CIC  over  tracks  embargoed 
by  MILW  in  the  interest  of  the  public; 
that  notice  and  public  procedure  are 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest;  and  that  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  order  effective  upon  less 
than  30  days  notice. 

It  is  ordered, 

§  1033.1431  Service  Order  No.  1431. 

(a)  Cedar  Rapids  and  Iowa  City 
Railway  Company  authorized  to  operate 
over  tracks  embargoed  by  Chicago, 
Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Company.  The  Cedar  Rapids  and  Iowa 
City  Railway  Company  (CIC),  is 
authorized  to  operate  over  tracks 
embargoed  by  the  Chicago,  Milwaukee, 
St.  Paid  and  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
(MILW)  between  Middle  Amana,  Iowa, 
and  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa;  over  the 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company,  4th  Street  Corridor 
in  Cedar  Rapids  where  MILW  has  been 
operating  under  trackage  rights;  and 
over  certain  terminal  and  industry 
tracks  in  Cedar  Rapids  between 
Milepost  86  and  Milepost  87  in  order  to 
serve  the  6th  Street  Power  Station. 

(b)  Application.  The  provisions  of  this 
order  shall  apply  to  intrastate,  interstate 
and  foreign  traffic. 

(c)  Rates  applicable.  Inasmuch  as  this 
operation  by  CIC  over  tracks  previously 
operated  by  the  MILW  is  deemed  to  be 
due. to  carrier's  disability,  the  rates 


applicable  to  traffic  moved  over  these 
lines  shall  be  the  rates  applicable  to 
traffic  routed,  to,  fi'om,  or  via  these  lines 
which  were  formerly  in  effect  on  such 
traffic  when  routed  via  MILW,  until 
tariffs  naming  rates  and  routes 
specifically  applicable  via  CIC  become 
effective. 

(d)  In  transporting  traffic  over  these 
lines,  CIC  and  all  other  common  carriers 
involved  shall  proceed  even  though  no 
contracts,  agreements,  or  arrangements 
now  exist  between  them  with  reference 
to  the  divisions  of  the  rates  of 
transportation  applicable  to  that  traffic. 
Divisions  shall  be,  during  the  time  this 
order  remains  in  force,  those  voluntarily 
agreed  upon  by  and  between  the 
carriers;  or  upon  failure  of  the  carriers  to 
so  agree,  the  divisions  shall  be  those 
hereafter  fixed  by  the  Commission  in 
accordance  with  pertinent  authority 
conferred  upon  it  by  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act. 

(e)  Employees.  In  performing  the 
authorized  operations  the  four  Articles 
contained  in  the  draft  agreement 
entitled  “Labor  Protection  Agreement 
between  Railroad  Parties  Hereto 
Involved  in  Midwest  Rail  Restructuring 
and  Employees  of  Such  Railroads 
represented  by  the  Rail  Labor 
Organizations  operating  through  the 
Rail  Labor  Executives  ’  Association" 
(sometimes  referred  to  as  the  Miami 
Accords  and/or  the  13  Principles) 
presently  being  circulated  to  the 
interested  parties  for  ratification  will 
apply.  If  the  agreement,  when  ratified, 
contains  modifications,  such 
modifications  will  apply. 

(f)  Effective  date.  This  order  shall 
become  effective  at  12:01  a.m.,  March  1, 
1980. 

(g)  Expiration  date.  The  provisions  of 
this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  p.m., 
March  31, 1980,  unless  otherwise 
modified,  amended,  or  vacated  by  order 
of  this  Commission. 

(49  U.S.C.  (10304-10305  and  11121-11126)) 

This  order  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads,  Car 
Service  Division,  as  agent  of  the 
railroads  subscribing  to  the  car  service 
and  car  hire  agreement  under  the  terms 
of  that  agreement  and  upon  the 
American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association.  Notice  of  this  order  shall  be 
given  to  the  general  public  by  depositing 
a  copy  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission  at  Washington,  D.C., 


16492  Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45.  No.  52  /  Friday,  March  14, 1980  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


and  by  filing  a  copy  with  the  Director, 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  members  Joel  E.  Bums,  Robert  S. 
Turkington  and  John  R.  Michael. 

Agatha  L  Mergeoovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  SO-TSee  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BHXmO  CODE  7036-01-M 

49  CFR  Phrt  1064 

(Ek  Parte  No.  MC-95  (Sul>-2)1 

Practices  of  Motor  Common  Carriers 
of  Passengers— Checked  Baggage 
Liability  Provisions 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

action:  Reopened  proceeding;  Provision 
for  cross-service  of  comments  and 
extension  of  time  for  filing  repliesT 

SUMMARY:  By  prior  notice  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  January  21. 1980, 
[45  FR  3912]  the  Commission  requested 
comments  and  replies  fi^m  interested 
persons  in  this  reopened  proceeding  on 
the  amount  of  excess  value  insurance 
that  motor  carriers  of  passengers  (buses) 
should  be  required  to  ofier.  Ihis 
decision  establishes  a  procedure  for 
serving  the  comments  which  have  been 
filed  (on  February  20)  on  other  parties 
and  extends  the  deadline  for  filing 
replies. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  served  on 
other  parties  by  March  19, 1980. 
ADDRESS:  Send  comments  and  replies 
to:  Office  of  Proceedings,  Room  5340, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20423. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Richard  Felder  (202)  275-7693. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  By 
petition  filed  February  21, 1980,  the 
Commission's  Office  of  Special  Counsel 
requests  that  the  Commission  establish 
a  procedure  for  the  cross  service  of 
comments  in  this  reopened  phase  of  the 
proceeding  and  extend  the  deadline  for 
filing  replies. 

In  support  of  the  request,  OSC  points 
out  that  the  Commission's  decision 
reopening  this  proceeding  and 
requesting  comments  and  replies  of 
interested  persons  made  no  provision  • 
for  the  advance  compilation  of  a  ^Service 
list  of  participants  in  this  phase  similar 
to  the  procedure  used  in  prior  stages  of 
this  proceeding.  Nor  were  the  parties 
directed  to  serve  their  comments  on 
other  parties  so  as  to  facilitate  the  filing 
of  reply  comments. 

Accordingly,  the  Commission  is 
directing  those  persons  who  filed 


comments  in  response  to  our  prior 
decision  of  January  14, 1960,  to  serve  a 
copy  on  persons  who  have  previously 
indicated  an  interest  in  this  proceeding 
and  those  parties  who  filed  comments 
'  on  February  20, 1980.  The  National  Bus 
Traffic  Association  should  serve  its 
original  evidence  on  this  issue  (filed  in 
November.  1979)  as  well  as  its 
supplemental  comments  filed  on 
February  19, 1980.  Conunents  which 
include  factual  allegations  should  be 
verified.  The  following  is  a  complete  list 
(to  date)  of  participants  and  interested 
persons;  these  persons  should  be  served 
with  comments  by  March  19, 1960. 

George  W.  Hanthom,  1500  Jackson  Street. 
Dallas.  TX  75201; 

James  A  Clark,  Office  of  Special  Counsel 
(ICC),  12th  &  Constitution  Avenue  (Room 
2118),  Washington,  DC  20423; 

Lewis  P.  Ames,  111  West  Monroe,  10th  Floor, 
I%oenix.  AZ  85003;  ' 

Wesley  S.  Chused,  15  Court  Square,  Boston, 
MA  02106; 

Debbie  Henken,  619  University  Place, 
Evanston,  IL  60201; 

Carroll  B.  Jackson,  1810  Vincennes  Road, 
Richmond,  VA  23229; 

Michael  J.  Marzano,  99  Kinderkamack  Road, 
Westwood.  NJ  07675; 

Charles  A.  Webb,  1800  M  St,  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20036; 

Frank  J.  Weiner.  15  Court  Square,  Boston,  MA 
02108. 

Replies  should  be  served  on  the  same 
persons  and  filed  with  the  Commission 
on  or  before  April  6, 1980. 

In  addition,  we  are  requesting  that  all 
parties  (except  Trailways,  Inc.  and  the 
National  Bus  Traffic  Association)  who 
may  have  filed  comments  on  February 
20, 1980,  refile  their  comments  with  the 
Commission  at  the  address  set  forth 
above.  Unfortunately,  the  comments  of 
at  least  one  party  were  not  received  in 
the  Office  of  Proceedings.  Hie 
Commission  wants  to  ensure  that  its 
record  is  complete. 

Notification  to  the  general  public  will 
be  provided  by  the  mailing  of  a  copy  of 
this  notice  to  the  Governor  of  every 
State,  to  the  public  utilities  Commissions 
or  Boards  of  each  State  having 
jurisdiction  over  passenger  bus 
transportation,  by  depositing  a  copy  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  for  public 
inspection,  and  by  delivering  a  copy  to 
the  Director.  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register. 

Decided  March  3, 1980. 

By  the  Commission.  Gary  J.  Edles,  Director. 
Office  of  Proceedings. 

Agatha  L  Meigenovich. 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7080  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


OFFICE  OF  PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 

5  CFR  Part  831 

Retirement;  Exclusions  From 
Coverage 

agency:  Office  of  Personnel 
Management. 

action:  Proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  Under  the  authority  provided 
•in  the  Civil  Service  Retirement  Act,  the 
Office  of  Personnel  Management  is 
amending  the  Civil  Service  Retirement 
(CSR)  regulations  to  provide  coverage  to 
retired  employees  and  Members  of 
Congress  who  are  receiving  a  CSR 
annuity,  and  who  are  appointed  by  the 
President  to  fill  unexpired  terms  of 
office  limited  to  one  year  or  less. 
date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  May  13, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  directed 
to  Craig  B.  Pettibone,  Office  of  Pay  and 
Benefits  Policy,  Compensation  Group, 
Room  4351, 1900  E  St..  NW.. 

Washington,  D.C.  20415. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Gus  Ghessie,  202-632-4684. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
section  8347(g)  of  title  5,  United  States 
Code,  0PM  may  exclude  from  CSR 
coverage  and  employee  or  group  of 
employees  in  or  under  an  Executive 
agency  who  are  employed  on  a 
temporary  (noncareer)  basis.  Under 
current  reg^ation,  appointments  limited 
to  one  year  or  less  are  excluded  fi'om 
CSR  coverage.  However,  by  providing 
CSR  coverage  to  employee  and  Member 
annuitants  who  are  appointed  to  fill 
unexpired  terms  of  office  by  the 
President  which  do  not  exceed  one  year, 
employee  and  Member  annuitants  in 
such  positions  would  receive  equal 
entitlement  to  benefits,  as  do 
appointments  of  annuitants  made  by  the 
President  which  exceed  one  year.  V^ile 
we  do  not  know  at  this  time  how  many 
annuitants  have  been  affected  by  this 
exclusion  in  the  past,  we  are  aware  of  at 
least  one  case,  liierefore,  in  the  interest 


of  equity,  we  are  proposing  that  the 
regulation  be  made  effective  retroactive 
to  January  1, 1976. 

OPM  has  determined  that  this  is  a 
significant  regulation  for  the  purposes  of 
E.0. 12044. 

Office  of  Personnel  Management, 

Beverly  M.  Jones, 

Issuance  System  Manager. 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  that  5  CFR 
831.201(a)(1)  be  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  831.201  Exclusions  from  retirement 
coverage. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(1)  Employees  serving  under 
appointments  limited  to  one  year  or  less, 
except  annuitants  appointed  by  the 
President  to  fill  unexpired  terms  of 
office  on  or  after  January  1, 1976. 
***** 

(5  U.S.C.  8347) 

(FR  Doc.  80-7896  Filed  3-13-80;  8;45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 
7  CFR  Part  799 

Floodplain  Management  and  Wetland 
Protection 

agency:  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service  (ASCS),  USDA. 
ACTION:  Proposed  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  These  proposed  regulations 
prescribe  the  policy  and  general 
guidelines  for  implementation  of 
Executive  Order  11988,  (Floodplain 
Management)  and  Executive  Order 
11990,  (Protection  of  Wetlands),  in 
Federal  assistance  programs 
administered  by  the  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service. 
These  proposed  regulations  are  in 
accordance  with  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture  Secretary’s  Memorandum 
No.  1827,  Revised,  Supplement  No.  1  and 
the  procedures  issued  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  June  9, 1978  (43  FR  25322), 
which  contained  the  ASCS  policies  for 
complying  with  the  Executive  Orders. 

No  written  comments  were  received 
with  respect  to  such  published  policies. 
date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  May  13, 1980,  in  order  to  be 
assured  of  consideration. 

ADDRESSES:  Interested  persons  are 
invited  to  submit  written  comments  to: 


Weldon  B.  Denny,  Deputy 
Administrator,  State  and  County 
Operations,  ASCS,  USDA,  P.O.  Box 
2415,  Washington,  DC  20013,  telephone 
202-447-7173. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Alan  Durick,  Director,  Conservation  and 
Environmental  Protection  Division, 
ASCS.  USDA.  P.O.  Box  2415, 
Washington,  DC  20013,  telephone  202- 
447-6221. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  May 

24, 1977,  the  President  issued  a 
comprehensive  Environmental  Quality 
Message  which  included  Executive 
Order  11988,  concerning  Floodplain 
Management  and  Executive  Order  11990 
on  Protection  of  Wetlands  (43  FR  6030). 
Executive  Order  11988  provides  that 
agencies  should  avoid  direct  or  indirect 
support  of  floodplain  development 
wherever  there  is  a  practicable 
alternative.  Executive  Order  11990 
directs  agencies  to  avoid  adverse 
impacts  associated  with  destruction  or 
modification  of  wetlands  and  to  avoid 
support  of  new  construction  in  wetlands 
wherever  there  is  a  practicable 
alternative.  These  proposed  regulations 
set  forth  the  procedures  to  be  used  by 
the  Agrioiltural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service  in  administering 
agency  programs  to  comply  with 
Executive  Orders  11988  and  11990. 

These  proposed  regulations  are  general 
and  address  all  Federal  assistance 
programs  administered  by  the  ASCS. 

ASCS  administers  various  commodity, 
conservation  and  related  programs 
through  State,  county,  and  community 
committees  established  in  accordance 
with  provisions  of  section  8(b)  of  the 
Soil  Conservation  and  Domestic 
Allotment  Act,  as  amended  (18  USC- 
590h(b)).  The  commodity,  conservation 
and  related  programs  are  based  upon 
specific  legislative  authorities.  Program 
guidelines  are  developed  at  the  national 
level.  As  the  program  guidelines  are 
developed,  public  participation  is  sought 
through  public  conunent  and/or 
hearings.  Economic  and  environmental 
assessments  are  developed  as  needed 
during  the  policy  decision  process. 

The  programs  are  generally  offered  to 
agricultural  producers  on  a  voluntary 
basis  and  are  administered  by  the 
county  ASCS  committees  at  the  local 
level.  A  number  of  the  programs 
adminstered  by  ASCS  provide  financial 
assistance  to  individual  agricultural 
producers.  ASCS  receives  a  large 
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number  of  requests  from  agricultural 
producers  for  such  assistance.  Where 
Federal  funds  are  provided  for  installing 
conservation  and  pollution  abatement 
measures,  technic^  assistance  is 
furnished  by  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service,  the  Forest  Service  and  others. 

In  adminstering  its  assigned  programs, 
ASCS  gives  emphasis  to  conservation 
and  environmental  quality  protection 
and  improvement  For  example,  the 
agency  encourages  measures  which 
improve  water  quality  and  establish 
wildlife  habitat  ASCS  does  not  provide 
cost-sharing  assistance  for  the  purpose 
of  draining  wetlands.  Also,  among  the 
programs  that  ASCS  administers  is  the 
Water  Bank  Program,  which  provides 
long-term  contracting  with  agricultiu’ed 
producers  to  preserve  and  improve 
eligible  wetlands  and  adjacent  land  for 
migratory  waterfowl  habitat  and  other 
conservation  benefits. 

The  Administrator  of  ASCS,  or  his  or 
her  designee,  is  the  responsible  Federal 
official  for  carrying  out  ASCS  programs. 
County  committees,  state  committees, 
and  directors  of  Washington  divisions, 
within  their  respective  areas  of 
responsibility  and  with  the  assistance  of 
the  ASCS  representative  on  the  USDA 
Environmental  Quality  Committee.  shaU 
assist  the  Administrator  in  complying 
with  the  policies  and  purposes  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
(NEPA).  In  particular,  these  persons 
shall  assist  in  determining  for  the 
purpose  of  complying  with  Executive 
Order  11988  and  11990  whether  the 
quality  of  the  hiiman  environment  will 
be  significantly  affected  when  the 
agency  implements  various  programs. 

Executive  Order  11988  addresses  both 
the  need  to  protect  lives  and  property 
and  the  need  to  restore  and  preserve  the 
natural  and  beneficial  values  served  by 
floodplains.  The  executive  order  directs 
Federal  agencies  “to  avoid  to  the  extent 
possible  the  long  and  ^ort  term  adverse 
impacts  associated  with  the  occupancy 
and  modification  of  floodplains  and  to 
avoid  direct  or  indirect  support  of 
floodplain  development  wherever  there 
is  a  practicable  alternative.” 

The  order  further  directs  all  agencies 
to  modify  their  existing  regulations  and 
procedures  within  the  year.  The 
agencies  are  to  irxorporate  in  these 
procedures  the  Water  Resomces 
Council's  (WRC’s)  July  1976,  Unified 
National  Program  for  Floodplgin 
ManagemenL  The  WRC  issued  the 
Floodplain  Management  Guidelines  far 
Implementing  Executive  Order  11988  in 
43  FR  6030  (1978),  on  February  10, 1978. 
The  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service  (ASCS]  has 
utilized  the  WRC  Guidelines  in 


preparing  its  own  rules  to  comply  with 
Executive  Order  11988. 

Executive  Order  11990  on  Protection 
of  Wetlands  directs  each  agency  to 
avoid  to  the  extent  possiUe  the  long  and 
short  term  adverse  impacts  associated 
with  the  destruction  or  modification  of 
wetlands  and  to  avoid  direct  or  indirect 
support  of  new  construction  in  wetlands 
wherever  there  is  a  practicable 
alternative.  The  order  directs  Federal 
agencies  to  provide  leadership  and  take 
action  to  minimize  the  destruction,  or 
loss  or  degradation  of  wetlands,  and  to 
preserve  and  enhance  the  natmal  and 
beneficial  values  of  wetlands  in  carrying 
out  the  agency’s  responsibilities  for  (1) 
acquiring,  managing,  and  disposing  of 
Federal  lands  and  facilities;  (2) 
providing  Federally  undertaken, 
financed,  or  assisted  construction  and 
improvement;  and  (3)  conducting 
Federal  activities  and  programs 
affecting  land  use.  includi^  but  not 
limited  to  water  and  related  land 
resources  planning,  regualting  and 
licensing  activities. 

Section  5  of  Executive  Order  11990 
provides  that  in  carrying  out  the 
activities  described  above,  each  agency 
shaU  consider  factors  relevant  to  a 
proposal’s  effect  on  the  survival  and 
quality  of  the  wetlands. 

Proposed  Rule 

Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  that  7  CFR 
Part  799  be  amended  by:  (1)  Changing 
the  title  of  Part  799  to  read 
"Environmental  Quality  and  Related 
Environmental  Concerns;”  ^d  (2) 
adding  a  new  “Subpart — ^Floodplain 
Management  and  Wetland  Protection” 
to  read  as  follows: 

PART  799— ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY  AND  RELATED 
ENVIRONMENTAL  CONCERNS 

Subpart— Roodplain  Management  and 
Wetland  Protection 

Sec. 

799.15  Purpose. 

799.16  Definitions. 

799.17  Floodplain  management 

799.18  Wetland  protection. 

Authority:  Executive  Orders  11988  and 

11990  of  May  24. 1977  (43  FR  6030). 

Subpart— Floodplain  Management  and 
Wetland  Protection 

§  799.15  Purpose 

The  purpose  of  this  subpart  is  to 
establish  agency  policies  smd 
procedures  for  carrying  out  Executive 
Order  11988  on  Floodplain  Management 
and  Executive  Order  11990  on  Protection 
of  Wetlands  issued  on  May  24, 1977. 


S  799.16  Definitions. 

(a)  “Action”  refers  to  any  practice 
undertaken  by  an  agricultural  producer 
on  which  the  Agricultural  Stabilization 
and  Conservation  Service  (ASCS) 

•  provides  cost-sharing  or  the  ' 
construction  of  any  structure  or  facility 
by  an  agricultural  producer  on  which 
ASCS  makes  loans  or  provides  loan 
guarantees. 

(b)  “Critical  action”  means  an  activity 
that  would  be  so  seriously  damaged  or 
would  create  such  hazardous  conditions 
in  the  event  of  a  flood,  that  even  if  the 
probability  of  flooding  is  only  slight 
such  action  should  not  be  taken. 

(c)  “Facility”  means  any  item  other 
than  a  structure,  produced  or  placed  by 
human  labor. 

(d)  “Flood  or  flooding”  means  a 
general  and  temporary  conditi<m  of 
partial  or  complete  inundation  of 
normally  dry  land  areas  from  the 
overflow  of  inland  and/or  tidal  waters 
and/or  the  unusual  and  rapid 
accumulation  or  runoff  of  surface  waters 
from  any  source. 

(6)  “Floodplain”  refers  to  the  lowland 
and  relatively  flat  areas  adjoining  inland 
and  coastal  waters  including  floodprone 
areas  of  offshore  islands,  including  at  a 
minimiun,  that  area  subject  to  a  one 
percent  or  greater  chance  of  flooding  in 
any  given  year  or  those  areas  subject  to 
a  0.2  percent  or  greater  chance  of 
flooding  in  any  given  year  where  critical 
actions  may  be  taken. 

(f)  “Practicable”  means  capable  of 
being  done  or  put  into  practice  with 
prime  consideration  given  to  such 
factors  as  cost,  best  available 
technology  and  the  environment. 

(g)  “Practice”  means  a  soil  or  water 
conservation  effort  a  pollution 
abatement  effort  or  a  water  quality 
improvement  effort  carried  out  on  the 
land  by  an  agricultural  producer  under 
contract  with  and  cost-sharing 
assistance  being  granted  by  ASCS. 

(h)  “Preserve”  means  to  prevent 
modification  to  the  natural  floodplain 
environment  or  to  maintain  such 
environment  as  closely  as  possible  to  its 
natural  state  or  the  state  which  has  been 
generally  acceptable  for  agricultural 
production. 

(i)  “Restore”  means  to  re-establish  a 
setting  or  environment  where 
practicable  in  which  the  natural 
functions  of  the  floodplain  can  again 
operate. 

(j)  “Structures”  refers  to  walled  and/ 
or  roofed  buildings,  dams,  and 
diversions. 

(k)  “Wetlands”  refers  to  wetland 
types  1-20  as  described  in  Circular  39  of 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Interior,  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  published  in  1956  and 
republished  in  1971,  or  any  successor 
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wetland  classification  system,  developed 
by  the  Department  of  Interior.  Wetlands 
are  those  areas  that  are  naturally 
inundated  by  surface  or  ground  water 
with  a  frequency  sufficient  to  support  a 
prevalence  of  vegetative  or  aquatic  life 
that  requires  saturated  or  seasonally 
saturated  soil  conditions  for  growth  and 
reproduction.  Wetlands  generally 
include  swamps,  marshes,  bogs  and 
similar  areas  such  as  sloughs,  potholes, 
wet  meadows,  river  overflows,  mud  flats 
and  natural  ponds. 

§  799.17  noodplain  management 

(a)  Policy.  ASCS  in  carrying  out  its 
programs  will  avoid  to  the  extent 
possible  the  long  and  short  term  adverse 
impacts  associated  with  the  occupancy 
or  modification  of  floodplains.  This  wffi 
be  accomplished  by  avoiding  direct  or 
indirect  support  of  floodplain 
development  where  there  is  a 
practicable  alternative.  The  agency  will 
continue  to  provide  leadership  and  take 
actions  to  reduce  the  risk  of  flood  loss, 
to  minimize  the  impacts  of  floods  on 
human  safety,  health  and  welfare  and  to 
restore  and  preserve  the  nahiral  and 
beneficial  values  served  by  floodplains 
in  carrying  out  its  programs.  Ihis 
section  is  intended  to  bring  ASCS 
programs  and  actions  into  compliance 
with  Executive  Order  11988  on 
Floodplain  Management 

The  suggested  guidelines  issued  by 
the  Water  Resource  Council  for 
implementing  the  Executive  Order  were 
used  in  the  preparation  of  this  rule. 

(b)  Compatability  of  ASCS  Actions  in 
Floodplains  with  Executive  Order  11988. 

(1)  Providing  assistance  in  floodplains 
for  the  following  type  actions  is 
normally  compatible  with  Executive 
Order  11988: 

(1)  Assistance  under  a  commodity 
production  adjustment  program  by  an 
agricultural  producer  on  land  devoted  to 
agricpltural  production. 

(ii)  Assistance  to  agricultural 
producers  to  carry  out  practices  under 
federally  funded  conservation  programs, 
imless  the  ASC  county  committee 
determines  that  implementation  would 
be  environmentally  detrimental.  Such 
actions  would  include  the  establishment 
or  improvement  of  permanent  vegetative 
or  tree  cover,  filter  strips,  buffer  strips 
along  streams,  crop  residue 
management,  fencing  livestock  from 
streams  and  establishment  of  wildlife 
habitat. 

(2)  The  following  type  actions  located 
in  a  floodplain  will  require  additional 
considerations  as  set  forth  in  paragraph 

(c)  of  this  section  to  be  in  comphance 
with  Executive  Order  11988: 

(i)  Assistance  to  an  agricultural 
producer  for  building  or  locating  a 


facility  or  storage  structure  on  land 
located  in  a  floodplain. 

(ii)  Assistance  for  installing  practices 
under  conservation  type  programs  that 
may  be  detrimental  to  the 
environmental  if  located  in  a  floodplain. 
Such  conservation  measures  which 
might  be  considered  as  being 
detrimental  to  floodplain  values  would 
include  animal  waste  control  facilities 
and  water  storage  facilities. 

(c)  Steps  to  be  Taken  by  ASCS.  The 
following  steps  will  be  followed  by  the 
county  committees  before  approving 
assistance  requested  by  an  agricultural 
producer  for  the  installation  of  a  facility, 
structure  or  practice  in  a  floodplain  for 
those  type  actions  identified  in 
paragraph  (b)(2)  of  this  section.  For 
those  practices  for  which  technical 
assistance  is  provided  by  an  agency 
other  than  ASCS,  and  such  technical 
agency  is  required  by  such  agency’s 
regulations  to  carry  out  Executive  Order 
11988  when  giving  such  assistance  on 
actions  affecting  a  floodplain,  the  county 
committee  shall  accept  ffie  findings  and 
reconunendations  of  such  technic^ 
agency,  instead  of  following  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  paragraphs  (c)  (2) 
through  (10)  of  this  section. 

(1)  A  determination  shall  be  made 
with  respect  to  each  request  for 
assistance  regarding  a  facility,  structure 
or  practice  as  to  whether  such  facility, 
structure  or  practice  is  located  in  a 
floodplain.  Hoodplain  maps  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  the  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development,  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  the  Corps  of 
Engineers,  the  Department  of 
Commerce,  the  Department  of  Interior, 
the  U.S.  Geological  Survey,  the  States 
and  local  governments. 

(2)  If  the  requested  assistance  is  in  a 
floodplain,  the  applicant  shall  be 
informed  that  the  President’s  Executive 
Order  on  Floodplain  Management 
provides  that  such  proposed  action  is 
subject  to  the  appraisal  process  in 
paragraphs  (c)  (3)  to  (10)  of  this  section. 
The  applicant  shall  be  advised  of  any 
necessary  additional  information. 

(3)  Pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
(NEPA)  a  determination  shall  be  made 
as  to  whether  the  proposed  action  is  a 
major  action  which  would  significantly 
affect  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment.  If  it  is  determined  that 
such  proposal  is  a  major  action  which 
significantly  affects  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment,  an  environmental 
assessment  or  an  environmental  impact 
statement  shall  be  prepared  which  will 
also  give  consideration  to  all  applicable 
floodplain  factors  in  paragraphs  (c)  (4) 
throu^  (10)  of  this  section.  If  it  is 


determined  that  an  environmental 
assessment  or  an  environmental  impact 
statement  is  not  needed,  a 
determination  with  respect  to  the 
agricultmal  producer’s  proposed 
floodplain  action  shall  be  made  and 
documented  by  following  the  procedures 
in  this  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section. 

(4)  A  determination  shall  be  made  as 
to  the  type  or  types  of  risks  or  hazards, 
if  any,  which  may  be  involved  in 
implementation  of  the  action. 

(5)  A  determination  shall  be  made  as 
to  whether  a  public  notice  or  public 
involvement  is  necessary  in  the 
decisionmaking  process.  If  public 
involvement  is  necessary,  follow 
procedures  as  set  forth  in  paragraph  (d) 
of  this  section. 

(6)  Practical  alternative  sites  or 
actions  in  or  out  of  the  floodplain  shall 
be  identified  and  evaluated.  Where 
applicable,  the  alternative  of  no  action 
shall  be  considered. 

(7)  The  direct  and  indirect  impacts 
associated  with  the  action  inthe 
floodplain  shall  be  identified. 

(8)  To  the  extent  practicable,  the 
practice  or  action  should  be  designed  in 
a  manner  to  minimize  the  harmful 
effects  to  the  floodplain  and  to  restore 
and  preserve  the  beneficial  values  of  the 
floodplain. 

(9)  A  determination  should  be  made 
that  aU  facilities  or  structures  on  which 
loans  are  requested  are  in  compliance 
with  Section  102(a)  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (42  U.S.C.  4001  et 
seg.J  and  the  regulations  promulgated 
thereunder  before  approval. 

(10)  The  proposed  action  should  be  re* 
evaluated  based  upon  consideration  of 
the  factors  heretofore  assessed  in  this 
paragraph  and  a  determination  should 
be  made  as  to  whether  the  proposed 
action  is  still  practicable^  at  a  floodplain 
site. 

(d)  Public  Review.  For  those  actions 
described  in  §  799.17(b)  on  which  an 
environmental  impact  statement  or 
assessment  is  not  issued  and  for  which 
a  determination  has  been  made  by  the 
county  ASC  committee  that  public 
involvement  is  necessary,  the  following 
procedure  will  be  used  for  public  review 
and  comment: 

(1)  A  notice,  not  to  exceed  three  pages 
in  length  including  a  location  map  will 
be  sent  to  the  State  and  areawide 
clearinghouses  (OMB  Circular  A-95, 
Attachment  D)  for  the  geographic  area 
impacted. 

(2)  A  notice  will  also  be  published  in  a 
local  newspaper.  This  notice  shall 

,  include:  (i)  The  reason  why  the  action  is 
proposed  to  be  located  in  the  floodplain; 

(ii)  a  statement  indicating  whether  the 
action  conforms  to  applicable  State  or 
local  floodplain  protection  standards 
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and  (iii)  a  list  of  the  alternatives 
considered. 

(3)  A  30-day  contment  period  shall  be 
provided  prior  to  taking  any  action. 

(e)  Federal  Property.  This  agency  has 
determined  that  it  does  not  have 
responsibilities  for  Federal  real  property 
as  provided  for  in  Section  3  of  Executive 
Order  11988. 

Regulations  and  Handbooks. 
Regidations  and  handbooks  for  ASCS 
administered  programs  will  be  revised 
to  comply  with  Executive  Order  11988 
and  the  ASCS  policies  stated  herein. 

S  799.18  Wetland  protection. 

(a)  Policy.  It  will  be  policy  of  ASCS  to 
carry  out  various  commodity, 
conservation  and  related  land  use 
programs  in  harmony  with  the  intent  of 
Executive  Order  11990  and  any 
guidelines  issued  for  implementing  the 
Executive  Order.  The  agency  has  and 
will  continue  to  carry  out  policies  and 
programs  as  follows: 

(1)  In  administering  its  programs, 
within  its  legislative  authorities,  the 
agency  will  give  emphasis  to 
establishing  measures  to  improve  water 
quality,  to  offering  practices  to  conserve 
soil  and  water  resources  and  to 
establishing  wildlife  habitat. 

(2)  The  agency  will  not  approve  cost¬ 
sharing  assistance  for  drainage  of  any 
wetlands. 

(3)  County  ASC  committee  will 
encourage  the  preservation  of  wetlands. 

(4)  The  agency  will  prohibit  cost¬ 
sharing  for  construction  of  levees  and 
dikes  under  the  Agricultural 
Conservation  Program,  and  prohibit 
assistance  for  rehabilation  of  levees, 
dikes,  streambanks  and  channels  under 
the  Emergency  Conservation  Program 
when  it  is  determined  that  such  projects 
are  located  in  wetlands. 

(5)  The  agency  will  continue  to 
administer  policies  under  the  Water 
Bank  Program  to  provide  long-term 
contracting  with  an  agriculUiral 
producer  to  preserve  and  improve 
eligible  wetlands  for  migratory 
waterfowl  habitat  and  other 
conservation  benefits. 

(6)  The  agency  will  administer 
programs  in  such  a  way  as  to  minimize 
the  destruction,  loss  or  degradation  of 
wetlands,  and  to  preserve  and  enhance 
the  natural  and  beneficial  values  of 
wetlands. 

(b)  Environmental  Evaluations, 
Assessments  and  Impact  Statements 
under  the  NEPA  Process.  All 
environmental  evaluations,  assessments 
and  impact  statements  prepared  by 
ASCS  with  respect  to  ASCS  programs 
and  projects  in  accordance  with  other 
procedures  issued  by  this  agency  will 


address  the  impact  of  the  program  or 
project  on  the  protection  of  wetlands. 

(c)  Public  Review.  ASCS  shall  provide 
for  public  review  of  any  proposals  for 
assisting  with  construction  in  wetlands 
which  does  not  come  within  the  above 
policies.  A  30-day  comment  period  shall 
be  provided  prior  to  taking  any  action. 

(d)  Regulations  and^Handbooks. 
Regulations  and  handbooks  for  ASCS 
ad^nistered  programs  will  be  revised, 
where  necessary,  to  comply  with 
Executive  Order  11990  and  the 
guidelines  stated  herein. 

Note. — ^This  proposal  has  been  reviewed 
under  the  USDA  criteria  established  to 
implement  Executive  Order  12044, 

“Improving  Government  Regulations.”  A 
determination  has  been  made  that  this  action 
should  not  be  classified  “significant”  under 
those  criteria.  It  has  also  has  been 
determined  that  an  impact  analysis  and  an 
environmental  impact  statement  are  not 
necessary  since  these  guidelines  are  to  carry 
out  Executive  Orders,  the  policies  for  such 
guidelines  have  had  public  review  through 
die  Federal  Register  notice  on  June  9, 1978 
and  such  policies  are  being  implemented 
under  various  program  of  die  agency  for 
which  there  has  been  public  review  and 
impact  analysis  developed. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  on  March  6. 
1980. 

Weldon  B.  Denny, 

Acting  Administrator,  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7990  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3410-0S-M 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 
7  CFR  Part  1701 

Advance  Notice  of  Proposed  REA 
Program  to  Permit  Deferment  of 
Principal  Repayments  To  Achieve 
Energy  Conservation 

agency:  Rural  Electrification 
Administration,  USDA. 
action:  Advance  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking. 

summary:  In  furtherance  of  the  national 
effort  to  conserve  energy  and  natural 
and  capital  resources,  REA  is 
considering  a  program  under  which  the 
REA  Administrator  may  permit  the 
deferment  of  certain  scheduled  principal 
payments  of  distribution  systems  to 
provide  funding  for  loans  by  them  to 
their  consumers  to  achieve  energy 
conservation.  Public  comments  are 
invited. 

date:  Public  comments  must  be  received 
by  REA  no  later  than  April  14, 1980, 
ADDRESS:  Persons  interested  in  the 
development  of  guidelines  and 
procedures  for  the  proposed  program 
may  submit  written  data,  views. 


suggestions  or  comments  to  the 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
Administration.  Rural  Electrification 
Administration.  Room  4063,  South 
Building,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Joseph  Vellone,  Acting  Assistant 
Administrator  for  Administration,  above 
address,  telephone  number  (202)  447- 
3863. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  REA,  in 
its  effort  to  further  the  national  goals  of 
energy  conservation  and  the 
conservation  of  natmal  and  capital 
resources,  as  set  forth  in  the  National 
Energy  Conservation  Policy  Act  of  1978, 
Executive  Order  No.  12185  issued 
December  17, 1979,  and  other  laws  and 
regulations,  is  considering  the  use  of’ 
existing  authorities  under  Section  12  of 
the  Rural  Electrification  Act  of  1936,  to 
defer  principal  payments  at  the  request 
of  distribution  systems  to  provide  funds 
which  tliey  can  then  use  to  make  loans 
to  their  consumers  for  energy 
conservation  purposes.  It  will  provide 
such  borrowers  with  an  opportunity  to 
augment  their  present  energy 
conservation  programs  by  making  funds 
available  for  a  consumer  loan  program 
similar  to  successful  programs 
authorized  by  the  re^atory 
commissions  in  several  states.  Generally 
such  loan  programs  cover  material  and 
labor  costs  for  attic  and  floor  insulation, 
storm  windows,  insulated  doors, 
caulking,  water  heater  insulation,  and 
weatherstripping.  Financing  is  also 
generally  available  to  cover  the  costs  of 
materials  when  the  consumer  makes  the 
installation. 

Development  of  this  program  may 
require  consolidation  and  revisions  of 
R^  Bulletins  20-5,  Extensions  of 
Payments  of  Principal  and  Interest,  and 
20-20,  Deferment  of  Principal 
Repayments  for  Investment  in 
Supplemental  Lending  Institutions. 

Further  public  comment  will  be 
solicited  when  the  proposed  rule  is 
published. 

Dated:  March  11, 1980. 

Robert  W.  Feragen, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8019  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3410-15-M 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
16  CFR  Part  3 

Rules  of  Practice  for  Adjudicative 
Proceedings;  Labor  Organizations 

agency:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  52  /  Friday,  March  14,  1980  /  Proposed  Rules 


16497 


summary:  The  Federal  Trade 
Commission  invites  comments  as  to 
whether  or  not  it  should  promulgate  a 
rule  permitting  labor  organizations  to 
intervene  as  a  matter  of  right  in  antitrust 
adjudicative  proceedings  for  the  purpose 
of  addressing  the  effects,  if  any,  of 
contemplated  divestiture  relief  on 
employment.  This  action  is  taken  in  an 
effort  to  improve  the  Commission’s 
procedures  for  presentation  of  matters 
relating  to  employee  impact. 
date:  Comments  should  be  received  on 
or  before  April  14, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be 
submitted  to:  Secretary,  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  6th  &  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20580. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Barry  R.  Rubin,  Assistant  General 
Counsel,  (202)  523-3520,  or  Thomas  A. 
Sheehan  III,  Assistant  to  the  Director, 
(202)  523-3854,  Bureau  of  Competition, 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  6th  & 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20580. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 
certain  types  of  antitrust  enforcement 
proceedings,  when  a  violation  is  found 
to  have  occurred,  effective  relief  may 
require  divestiture  by  the  respondent  of 
a  portion  of  its  assets,  such  as  a  plant. 
These  types  of  cases  include  challenges 
to  either  (a)  the  legality  of  mergers  and 
acquisitions,  or  (b)  the  acquisition, 
maintenance  or  abuse  of  monopoly 
power. 

Divestiture  may  affect  employment, 
collective  bargaining,  and  employee 
rights.  In  the  past,  the  Commission  has 
allowed  employee  representatives  to 
present  their  views  on  these  matters 
either  as  amicus  curiae  ot  as 
intervenors  in  the  proceeding.  In  an 
effort  to  improve  its  procedures  for 
presentation  of  matters  relating  to 
employee  impact,  the  Commission  is 
contemplating  an  amendment  to  its 
Rules  of  Practice  dealing  with 
intervention,  16  CFR  §  3.14.  The 
contemplated  amendment  would  permit 
labor  organizations  representing 
employees  of  the  company  (or 
companies)  against  which  a  complaint  is 
issued  to  intervene  as  a  matter  of  right 
in  antitrust  adjudicative  proceedings 
where  the  complaint  initiating  the 
proceeding  states  that  divestiture  relief 
is  contemplated.  Requests  for 
intervention  as  a  matter  of  right  would 
have  to  be  filed  within  60  days  of  the 
issuance  of  the  complaint  Such 
intervention  would  be  limited  to  the 
effect,  if  any,  of  proposed  remedies  on 
employment  with  full  rights  of 
participation  in  the  proceeding 
concerning  such  matters.  No  change 
would  be  made  in  the  rule  permitting 


intervention  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Commission  with  respect  to  petitions  to 
intervene  filed  after  the  60  day  period. 

Accordingly,  the  Commission 
proposes  to  amend  its  Rule  of  Practice 
§  3.14  by  designating  the  present  text  as 
paragraph  (a)  and  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (b)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  3.14  Intervention. 

*  •  •  •  * 

(b)  In  an  adjudicative  proceeding 
where  the  complaint  states  that 
divestiture  relief  is  contemplated,  the 
labor  organization(s)  representing 
employees  of  the  respondent(s)  may 
intervene  as  a  matter  of  right 
Applications  for  such  intervention  are  to 
be  made  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section  and  must  be  filed  within  60 
days  of  the  issuance  of  the  complaint 
Intervention  as  a  matter  of  right  shall  be 
limited  to  the  issue  of  the  effect  if  any, 
of  proposed  remedies  on  employment 
with  full  rights  of  participation  in  the 
proceeding  concerning  tUs  issue.  This 
subsection  does  not  affect  a  labor 
organization’s  ability  to  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  pursuant  to  §  3.14(a). 

By  direction  of  the  Commission,  dated 
February  27, 1980. 

Carol  M.  Thomas, 

Secretary. 

Separate  Statement  of  Commissioner 
Bailey 

I  support  intervention  by  labor  unions 
in  cases  where  divestittire  relief  is 
contemplated  where  the  facts  of  those 
cases  warrant.  I  have  already  supported 
such  intervention  in  the  only  case  in 
which  it  was  proposed. 

The  issue  here  is  not  whether  to  deny 
labor  organizations  the  right  to  be  heard. 
The  issue  is  whether  the  Commission 
should  continue  to  consider  each 
request  for  intervention  on  its  merits, 
case  by  case,  or  whether  an  across  the 
board  modification  in  our  Rules  of 
Practice  should  be  undertaken  to  allow 
labor  union  intervention  as  a  matter  of 
right. 

I  have  concerns  about  an  across  the 
board  modification  in  the  absence  of  an 
inquiry  into  the  potential  ramifications 
and  effects  of  such  a  change. 

What  is  proposed  here  is  an 
institutional  change  of  some  proportion, 
which  to  my  mind  should  be 
implemented  only  after  thoughtful 
inquiry  into  a  number  of  issues.  Some 
that  come  readily  to  mind  are  for 
example: 

(1)  What  are  the  views,  if  any,  of  the 
Antitrust  Division  on  this  proposed 
change  which  could  eventually  have  an 
impact  on  the  Division’s  enforcement  of 
the  Sherman  and  Clayton  Acts; 


(2)  What  impact  might  the  change 
have  on  oiu*  concern  with  expedition  in 
ongoing  cases — some  ongoing  now  for 
many  years; 

(3)  V\^at  might  be  the  number  of 
potential  ”intervenors-of-right”  in  a 
single  case  involving  severd  companies; 

(4)  Are  any  issues  of  fairness  raised 
for  employees  who  may  not  be 
represented  by  a  labor  organization. 

It  is  my  hope  that  during  the  comment 
period  interested  persons  would  address 
these  and  other  questions  regarding  the 
effect  of  the  proposed  rules  ^ange  on 
effective  antitrust  enforcement 

(FR  Doc.  80-7991  Piled  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

MLUNG  CODE  675(H)1-M 


16  CFR  Part  419 

Games  of  Chance  in  the  Food  Retailing 
and  Gasoline  Industries;  Proposed 
Rule  and  Staff  Report;  Extension  of 
Comment  Time 

agency:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
ACTION:  Proposed  rule  and  staff  report; 
extension  of  comment  time. 

summary:  This  document  extends  the 
comment  period  of  a  Commission 
document  previously  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  Wednesday,  Feb.  27, 
1980.  The  comment  period  is  intended 
for  members  of  the  public  to  comment 
on  the  staff  report  and  the  recommended 
rule  amendment,  as  reported. 
date:  Comments  will  be  accepted  until 
April  14, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be 
identified  as  "Comment  on  Staff  Report- 
Games  of  Chance  Rule,  Posting  and 
Reporting  Amendment,”  and  addressed 
to:  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  6th  St.  and 
Pennsylvania  Ave.,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20580. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Noble  F.  Jones,  Consumer  Protection 
Specialist,  Cleveland  Regional  Office, 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  118  St.  Clair 
Ave.,  Suite  500,  Cleveland,  Ohio.  44114. 
(216)  522-4207. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  FR 

Doc.  80-5907,  appearing  in  Federal 
Register  issue  for  Wednesday,  February 
27, 1980, 45  FR  12832,  the  date  the  public 
comment  must  be  received  by  was 
reported  as  March  28, 1980.  That  date 
has  been  extended  to  April  14, 1980. 

Copies  of  the  staff  report  and 
recommended  amendment  may  be 
obtained  fi'om:  Public  Reference  Branch, 
Room  130,  Federal  Trade  Commission, 

6th  St  and  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20580. 

The  Commission  cautions  all 
concerned  that  the  staff  report  has 
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neither  been  reviewed  nor  adopted  by 
the  Conunission  and  that  its  publication 
should  not  be  interpreted  as  reflecting 
the  present  view  of  the  Conunission  or 
any  individual  member  thereof. 

Carol  M.  Thomas, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  aO-7B7S  Filed  3-1S-80;  8:45  am] 

WLUNO  CODE  S7S0-01-M 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

17  CFR  Parts  239  and  249 

[Release  Nos.  33-6196;  34-16635;  35- 
21469;  IC-11074;  File  No.  S7-624] 

Ratio  of  Earnings  to  Fixed  Charges 

agency:  Securities  and  Exchange 
Conunission. 

action:  Advance  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking. 

summary:  The  Commission  is 
requesting  comments  on  whether  the 
current  requirement  to  present  historical 
and  pro  forma  ratios  of  earnings  to  fixed 
charges  in  certain  filings  should  be 
retained  or  deleted.  Additionally,  the 
Commission  is  requesting  conunents  on 
specified  concerns  with  the  calculation 
of  the  ratio  where  retention  is 
recommended.  The  Conunission  intends 
to  consider  these  comments  in 
connection  with  possible  future 
rulemaking  proposals. 
date:  Comments  should  be  submitted 
on  or  before  May  IS,  1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  refer  to 
file  S7-824  and  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  George  A.  Fitzsinunons, 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549. 

All  comments  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission's 
Public  Reference  Room,  Room  6101, 1100 
L  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  (File 
No.  S7-824). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Rita  Gunter,  Office  of  the  Chief 
Accountant  (202-272-2133),  or  Howard 
P.  Hodges,  Jr.,  Division  of  Corporation 
Finance  (202-272-2553),  Seciuities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington  D.C. 
20549. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Commission  is  considering  the 
appropriateness  of  the  present 
requirements  for  disclosure  of  historical 
and  pro  forma  ratios  of  earnings  to  fixed 
charges  and  ratios  of  earnings  to 
combined  fixed  charges  and  preferred 
dividends.  In  order  to  reach  an  informed 
decision  on  such  requirements,  the 
Conunission  is  requesting  conunents  on 
the  usefulness  of  the  ratios. 


Commentators  are  specifically 
requested  to  discuss  approaches  that 
they  believe  are  more  meaningful  in 
assessing  a  company’s  ability  to  meet  its 
fixed  charge  payments.  Additionally,  if 
retention  of  tne  ratios  is  recommended, 
specific  comments  are  requested  on  ' 
their  calculation.  Hie  Commission  is  not 
at  this  time  proposing  any  amendments 
to  the  present  requirements,  but  rather 
wishes  to  elicit  comments  to  assist  in 
the  development  of  possible  futiue 
rulemaking  proposals.  In  that  regard, 
this  release  discusses  some  of  the 
criticisms  and  perceived  problems 
related  to  the  continued  requirement  to 
present  these  ratios. 

Background 

The  requirement  to  present  a  ratio  of 
earnings  to  fixed  charges  was  first 
adopted  in  1954  in  connection  with  the 
then  new  Form  S-6.  A  company  was 
required  to  have  a  minimum  coverage 
ratio  before  it  was  permitted  to  use 
Form  S-9.  In  order  to  demonstrate 
eligibility,  a  registrant  was  required  to 
disclose  the  ratio  in  its  filing.  Since  1954 
numerous  changes  have  been  made  in 
the  requirements  governing  the  ratio, 
and  such  ratio  (or  a  ratio  of  earnings  to 
combined  fixed  charges  and  preferred 
dividends,  in  the  case  of  a  preferred 
stock  offering)  has  become  a  disclosure 
requirement  of  other  registration  forms 
of  the  Commission. 

At  the  present  time  the  written 
instructions  for  the  computation  and 
presentation  of  the  ratio  of  earnings  to 
fixed  charges  ‘  are  contained  in  the 
summary  of  operations  items  in  Form  S- 
1,  S-11, 10  and  10-K,  and  in  the 
statements  of  income  item  of  Form  S-7. 
Related  interpretations  are  set  forth  in 
Accounting  Series  Release  Nos.  119  and 
122.  These  instructions  and 
interpretations  are  very  brief  and 
general;  thus,  certain  additional 
interpretations  and  administrative 
practices  have  been  followed  by  the 
staff  and  registrants.  Specific  questions 
with  respect  to  the  ratio  have  been 
raised  and  resolved  on  a  case-by-case 
basis.  Such  decisions  have  never  been 
incorporated  into  Commission 
requirements,  but  instead  have  been 
handled  administratively. 

Purpose  of  the  Ratio 

The  historical  and  pro  forma  ratios  of 
earnings  to  fixed  charges  are  intended 
as  indicators  of  the  registrant’s  ability  to 
meet  its  future  interest  and  preferred 
dividend  requirements  on  outstanding 
debt  and  preferred  stock  and  those 


‘References  hereinafter  to  the  “ratio  of  earnings 
to  fixed  charges”  or  to  "the  ratio”  should  also  be 
considered  to  encompass  the  ratio  of  earnings  to 
combined  fixed  charges  and  preferred  dividends. 


amoimts  plus  the  amount  applicable  to 
debt  or  preferred  stock  being  offered  for 
sale,  respectively.  While  an  absolute 
ratio  in  a  given  period  may  provide 
useful  information,  a  comparison  of  a 
succession  of  annual  ratios  is  usually 
more  meaningful.  Thus,  the  most 
persuasive  argument  for  the 
presentation  of  the  ratio  of  earnings  to 
fixed  charges  seems  to  be  its  usefulness 
as  an  analytical  tool. 

The  Commission  recognizes  that  the 
ratio  of  earnings  to  fixed  charges  is  only 
one  of  the  factors  considered  by  secmity 
analysts,  rating  agencies,  and  potential 
investors  and  creditors;  however,  the 
ratio  is  intended  to  aid  these  persons  in 
the  assessment  of  a  company’s  ability  to 
timely  meet  required  interest  and 
preferred  dividend  payments.  Since 
interest  coverage  may  affect  a 
company’s  bond  rating,  the  ratio  may 
have  implications  from  the  standpoint  of 
determining  the  interest  rate  and  thus 
the  cost  of  raising  capital.  Bond  rating 
agencies  consider  many  factors  in 
establishing  bond  ratings,  one  of  which 
is  a  fixed-charge  coverage.  Other  factors 
considered  may  include  other  ratios, 
condtions  in  the  industry,  management, 
product  lines,  indentures,  and  future 
operating  plans.  < 

Other  ratios  and  financial 
relationships  that  may  be  used  for 
analytical  purposes  include  the  woridng 
capital  ratio,  cash  flow  ratio,  quick  ratio, 
return  on  equity,  and  rehum  on  assets.  In 
the  usual  case,  the  information 
necessary  to  compute  these  ratios  is 
presented  in  the  ^ancial  statements, 
whereas  the  ratio  of  earnings  to  fixed 
charges  in  most  cases  cannot  be 
computed  from  only  the  information 
disclosed  in  the  financial  statements. 
Thus,  disclosure  of  the  ratio  of  earnings 
to  fixed  charges  has  been  required  even 
though  it  has  been  argued  that  too  much 
emphasis  has  been  placed  on  the  ratio 
when  presented  alone. 

Rating  agencies  and  security  analysts 
sometimes  compute  an  “internal”  ratio 
of  earnings  to  fixed  charges.  Such  ratios 
may  be  based  on  income  after  taxes  and 
include  all  rentals,  no  rentals,  or  only 
certain  rentals  depending  on  the 
industry.  In  some  cases,  short-term 
interest  may  be  ignored  depending  on 
the  company’s  plans  for  future 
borrowings.  In  other  cases,  fixed 
charges  may  include  an  amount 
representative  of  the  interest  factor  in 
pension  expense  which  is  applicable  to 
unfunded  past  service  costs.  There 
seems  to  be  a  wide  divergence  of  views 
concerning  the  usefulness  of  and 
necessity  for  the  ratio  of  earnings  to 
fixed  charges;  however,  it  appears  that 
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most  agree  that  the  trends  of  this  and 
other  ratios  are  significant. 

The  Corporate  Information  Committee 
of  the  Financial  Analysts  Federation,  in 
a  comment  letter  on  die  format  and  , 
content  of  Part  I  of  the  present  Form  10- 
K,  suggested  that  the  form  be  amended 
to  require  the  disclosure  of  the  ratio  of 
earnings  to  fixed  charges  in  the 
"Capsule  Financial  Data"  part  of  Item  1. 
This  Committee  believes  that  the  ratio 
“is  not  only  of  interest  to  bond  analysts 
but  to  equity  investors  as  well,  since  the 
ability  of  a  company  to  cover  dqbt 
payments  and  maintain  these  ratios  has 
significance  for  the  capital  spending  and 
financing  potential  of  the  organization." 

Problems  With  Presentation  of  the  ratio 

The  Commission  has  heard  many 
criticisms  and  complaints  concerning  its 
requirement  to  disclose  the  historical 
and  pro  forma  ratios  of  earnings  to  fixed 
charges.  The  following  discussion  is 
intended  to  elicit  specific  comments 
useful  in  the  development  of  future 
rulemaking  proposals  by  the 
Commission. 

With  respect  to  the  historical  ratio, 
the  criticism  most  often  heard  has  been 
that  the  ratio  may  tend  to  be  misleading 
when  considered  alone  and  that 
financial  analysis  should  be  left  to 
analysts,  and  not  included  in  financial 
reporting.  The  argument  continues  that 
no  single  ratio  should  be  considered 
alone  since  by  the  presence  of  a  single 
ratio  a  degree  of  exactness  and 
accuracy  is  conveyed.  Also  readers  may 
be  tempted  to  use  the  ratio  alone  rather 
than  as  only  one  of  several  factors 
which  are  relevant  to  an  investment 
decision. 

The  requirement  that  the  ratio  be 
presented  on  the  face  of  the  summary  of 
operations  or  the  income  statement  is 
said  to  have  caused  readers  of  financial 
statements  to  attach  more  importance  to 
the  ratio  than  is  justified.  With  respect 
to  public  utilities,  the  ratio  may  be  less 
relevant  than  the  fixed  charge  coverage 
as  computed  under  the  indenture  or 
charter  because  the  bond  indentiire  or 
the  corporate  charter  may  not  allow  the 
issuance  of  additional  mortgage  bonds 
or  preferred  stock  if  the  indenture  or 
charter  computed  fixed  charge  ratio  is 
less  than  a  specified  amoimt  during  a 
certain  period  of  time.  Yet  the  indenture 
and/or  charter  ratios  are  presented  only 
in  the  narrative  portion  of  a  filing.  Also, 
some  investment  bankers  and 
institutional  investors  contend  that 
rating  agencies*  ratings  are  far  more 
important  than  the  historical  ratio  of 


earnings  to  fixed  charges,  yet  these 
ratings  are  not  disclosed  in  filings  with 
the  Commission. 

*  Some  critics  of  the  ratio  point  out  that 
the  ratio  would  be  more  useful  if  it  also 
melasured  a  company’s  ability  to  meet 
principal  payments  on  debt  and  lease 
obligations.  In  their  opinion,  the  investor 
wants  a  reasonable  measure  of  the 
company’s  ability  to  meet  fixed  cash 
obligations  from  its  available  cash 
flows.  If  commentators  on  this  release 
agree  with  this  criticism  and  would 
propose  that  these  or  other  amounts  be 
included  in  fixed  charges  in  computing 
the  ratio,  specific  comments  are 
requested  on  the  appropriate  method  of 
computation. 

The  most  serious  criticisms  have  been 
aimed  at  the  current  requirement  for 
presenting  pro  forma  ratios  of  earnings 
to  fixed  charges.  A  task  force  appointed 
by  the  AICPA  Committee  on  SEC 
Regulations  recommended  in  its  report 
of  September  1975  that  the  Commission 
eliminate  its  requirement  to  disclose  a 
pro  forma  ratio  of  earnings  to  fixed 
charges.  As  an  alternative,  the  Task 
Force  proposed  that  the  rules  be 
amended  to  require  the  pro  forma  ratio 
only  if  the  proceeds  fi'om  the  securities 
being  registered  are  to  be  applied  to  the 
reduction  of  outstanding  debt  or 
preferred  stock.  The  Task  Force 
indicated  that  investors  and  analysts 
should  be  able  to  use  the  historical  ratio 
of  earnings  to  fixed  charges  and  other 
available  information  to  make  their  own 
predictions  of  what  fuhire  coverage 
ratios  might  be,  in  much  the  same  way 
that  a  common  stockholder  uses 
historical  earnings  trends  for  predictive 
purposes. 

It  has  been  pointed  out  that  the  pro 
forma  ratio  may  be  misleading  since  in 
most  cases  the  actual  ratio  experienced 
in  the  succeeding  year  is  often  higher 
than  the  pro  forma  ratio  previously 
reported.  A  conservative  approach  has 
been  taken  with  respect  to  the 
computation  of  the  ratio;  that  is, 
earnings  that  will  be  generated  fi'om  the 
investment  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
offering,  as  well  as  proceeds  from  other 
debt  issuances,  are  not  considered  in 
computing  the  ratio.  Just  as  investors 
expect  to  generate  a  return  on  an 
investment  in  a  debt  security  or 
preferred  stock,  a  company  likewise 
ordinarily  expects  a  return  on  the 
proceeds  of  an  offering.  Ignoring  these 
expected  earnings  is  one  cause  of 
differences  between  the  pro  forma  ratio 
and  the  subsequent  historical  ratio.  In 
the  past,  these  estimated  increases  in 
earnings  have  not  been  considered  due 


to  their  speculative  nature  and  the  fact 
that  no  precise  method  of  computing 
such  increases  has  been  developed. 

It  is  argued,  on  one  hand,  that 
forecasts  are  required  in  the  ratio  (that 
is,  consideration  of  any  issuance, 
retirement  or  redemption  of  securities 
proposed  for  the  following  year),  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  forecasts  are  not 
allowed  (that  is,  estimated  increases  in 
earnings  from  the  investment  of  the 
proceeds).  Thus,  some  believe  that  the 
ratio  now  required  is  not  sound  in  that  it 
takes  into  consideration  projected 
changes  with  respect  to  only  the 
denominator  (fixed  charges)  of  the  ratio. 
It  is  also  argued  that  such  forecasts 
should  not  be  required  since  the 
Commission  has  not  required  forecasts 
in  other  aspects  of  filings.  However,  the 
Commission  has  not  viewed  the  pro 
forma  ratio  as  a  forecast,  but  rather  as  a 
ratio  based  on  current  year  income  and 
fixed  charge  amoimts  adjusted  for  the 
proposed  transaction  (including  debt  or 
stock  being  sold  for  which  the 
registration  statement  is  filed,  as  well  as 
any  issuances,  retirements  or 
redemptions  proposed  for  the  following 
twelve  months).  Rather  than  forecasting 
what  the  ratio  will  be  in  the  future,  the 
pro  forma  is  intended  to  provide  "as  if’ 
disclosure  regarding  a  past  period. 
Commentators  are  specifically 
requested  to  comment  on  this  point  and 
to  provide  suggested  rules  if  they 
believe  increased  earnings  from  the  use 
of  proceeds  should  be  considered  in 
computing  the  ratio. 

Some  observers  state  the  view  that 
the  objective  of  the  pro  forma  ratio  is 
not  only  to  illustrate  the  impact  of  the 
proposed  debt  or  preferred  stock 
transaction(s)  but  also  to  give  effect  to 
operating  changes  or  events  during  the 
year  and  other  known  changes  after 
year  end  as  though  they  had  occurred 
earlier.  Under  this  concept  such  items  as 
discontinued  operations,  extraordinary 
items,  and  cumulative  effects  of 
accounting  changes  would  not  be 
included  in  the  “earnings”  amount  used 
in  computing  the  pro  forma  ratio. 
Conunents  are  specifically  requested  on 
the  merits  of  such  an  approach  to  the 
pro  forma  ratio. ' 

Specific  Inquiries 

The  Commission  specifically  invites 
comments  on  the  following  questions; 

1.  What  uses  are  made  of  the  ratio  in 
assessing  the  relative  merits  of  a 
security? 

2.  Should  the  ratio  be  cash  oriented  as 
opposed  to  income  oriented?  If  so.  how 
would  such  a  ratio  be  computed? 
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3.  What  additional  items,  if  any, 
should  be  included  in  “fixed  charges”? 

4.  Should  “earnings”  be  increased  for 
an  amount  expected  to  be  generated 
from  the  investment  of  the  proceeds  of 
the  offering?  If  so,  how  is  the  amount  to 
be  computed? 

5.  Should  “earnings”  include 
discontinued  operations,  extraordinary 
items,  or  ciunulative  effects  of 
accounting  changes?  What 
consideration  should  be  given  to 
unusual  or  infirequently  occurring  items? 

6.  Should  the  requirement  to  disclose 
the  ratio  on  the  face  of  the  summary  of 
operations  or  income  statment  be 
changed?  If  so,  where  is  the  appropriate 
place  for  disclosure? 

7.  Since  Statement  of  Financial 
Accounting  Standards  No.  13, 
"Accounting  for  Leases,"  now  requires 
capitalization  of  leases  meeting  certain 
criteria,  should  rentals  paid  on  operating 
leases  have  an  “interest  factor”  of  the 
kind  requiring  adjustment  in  the  ffxed- 
charge  ratio?  If  the  answer  to  this 
question  is  no,  please  specifically 
discuss  how  operating  leases  which 
miss  the  cut-off  test  for  capital  leases 
(e.g.,  less  than  75%  of  estimated 
economic  life  or  less  than  90%  of  the  fair 
value  of  the  leased  property]  are 
different  from  capital  leases  for 
purposes  of  determining  the  interest  * 
factor  in  leases. 

6.  In  calculating  a  pro  forma  ratio, 
what  adjustments  should  be  considered? 
How  would  the  amounts  of  the  various 
adjustments  be  computed? 

9.  How  should  the  following  items  be 
treated  in  computing  the  ratios:  (1) 
Earnings  or  losses  of  imconsolidated 
subsidiaries  and  50%  or  less  owned 
persons,  (2)  minority  interests,  and  (3) 
capitalized  interest? 

10.  Should  the  requirement  to  disclose 
the  ratio  be  extended  to  all  fflings  and 
reports  made  with  the  Commission 
rather  than  only  those  registration 
statements  where  debt  or  preferred 
stock  is  being  registered? 

11.  What  ratio  requirement  for  interim 
periods  is  necessary? 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  written  views  and 
comments  on  the  foregoing  areas  and  on 
any  other  issues  which  might  affect  the 
revision  of  the  ratio  requirements. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Rtzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

March  7, 1960. 

|FR  Doc.  80-7983  Piled  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  601(HM-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Employment  and  Training 
Administration 

20  CFR  Part  655 

Labor  Certification  Process  for  the 
Temporary  Employment  of  Allens  In 
Agriculture:  Adverse  Effect  Wage  Rate 
Methodologies:  Proposed  Rulemaking 

Correction 

In  FROoc.  80-7505  appearingon  page 
15914  in  the  issue  of  Tuesday,  Marc^  11, 
1980,  make  the  following  correction: 

In  the  fourth  paragraph  of  the  first 
column  of  page  15917,  in  the  twelfth  line, 
“$.571  price  rate”  should  have  read 
“$.571  piece  rate". 

BILLING  CODE  1505-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Internal  Revenue  Service 
26  CFR  Parts  1  and  5 

iLR-199-78J 

Credit  for  Employment  of  Certain  New 
Employees  Public  Hearing  on 
Proposed  Regulations 

agency:  Internal  Revenue  Service, 
Treasury. 

action:  Public  hearing  on  proposed 
regulations. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  provides 
notice  of  a  public  hearing  on  proposed 
regulations  relating  to  the  credit  for 
employment  of  individuals  qualifying  as 
members  of  a  targeted  group. 

OATES:  The  public  hearing  will  be  held 
on  April  24, 1980,  beginning  at  10:00  a.m. 
Outlines  of  oral  comments  must  be 
delivered  or  mailed  by  April  10, 1980. 
ADDRESS:  The  public  hearing  will  be 
held  in  the  I.R.S.  Auditorium,  Seventh 
Floor,  7400  Corridor,  Internal  Revenue 
Building,  1111  Constitution  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  The  oytlines 
should  be  submitted  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  Attn: 
CC:LR;T  (LR-199-78),  Washington,  D.C. 
20224. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Charles  Hayden  of  the  Legislation  and 
Regulations  Division,  Office  of  Chief 
Counsel,  Internal  Revenue  Service,  1111 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20224,  202-566-3935,  not  a  toll-ft-ee 
call. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

subject  of  the  public  hearing  is  proposed 
regulations  under  sections  44B,  51,  52, 

53,  280C  and  381  of  the  Internal  Revenue 


Code  of  1954.  The  proposed  regulations 
appeared  in  the  Fc^i^  Register  fw 
Friday,  December  28, 1979.  at  page  76817 
(44  FR  76817). 

The  rules  of  S  601.601(aK3)  of  the 
“Statement  of  Procedural  Rules"  (26 
CFR  Part  601)  shall  apply  with  respect  to 
the  public  hearing.  Persons  who  have 
submitted  written  comments  within  the 
time  prescribed  in  the  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  and  also  desire  to 
present  oral  comments  at  the  hearing  on 
the  proposed  regulations  should  submit 
an  outlin^f  the  comments  to  be 
presented  at  the  hearing  and  the  time 
they  wish  to  devote  to  each  subject  by 
April  10, 1980. 

Each  speaker  will  be  limited  to  10 
minutes  for  an  oral  presentation 
exclusive  of  time  consumed  by 
questions  from  the  panel  for  the 
Government  and  answers  to  these 
questions. 

Because  of  controlled  access 
restrictions,  attendees  cannot  be 
admitted  beyond  the  lobby  oRhe 
Internal  Revenue  Building  until  9:45  a.m. 

An  agenda  showing  the  scheduling  of 
the  speakers  will  be  made  after  outlines 
are  received  from  the  speakers.  Copies 
of  the  agenda  will  be  available  free  of 
charge  at  the  hearing. 

This  document  does  not  meet  the 
criteria  for  significant  regulations  set 
forth  in  paragragh  8  of  the  Treasury 
Directive  appearing  in  the  Federal 
Register  for  Wednesday,  November  8, 
1978. 

By  direction  of  the  Commissioner  of  Internal 
Revenue: 

Robert  A.  Bley, 

Director,  Legislation  and  Regulations 
Division. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7902  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4830-<l1-M 


26  CFR  Parts  1  and  7 

[LR-268-76] 

Election  To  Treat  Outdoor  Advertising 
Displays  As  Real  Property;  Public 
Hearing  on  Proposed  Regulations 

agency:  Internal  Revenue  Service, 
Treasury. 

ACTION:  Public  hearing  on  proposed 
regulations. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  provides 
notice  of  a  public  hearing  on  proposed 
regulations  relating  to  the  involuntary 
conversion  of  real  property.  The 
proposed  regulations  provide  rules 
regarding  the  making  of  an  election  to 
that  property  that  constitutes  certain 
outdoor  advertising  displays  as  real 
property  for  income  tax  purposes. 
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OATES:  The  public  hearing  will  be  held 
on  April  22, 1980,  beginning  at  10:00  a.m. 
Outlines  of  oral  comments  must  be 
delivered  or  mailed  by  April  8, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  The  public  hearing  will  be 
held  in  the  LR.S.  Auditorium,  Seventh 
Floor,  7400  Corridor,  Internal  Revenue 
Building,  1111  Constitution  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  The  outlines 
should  be  submitted  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  Attn: 
CC:LR:T  {LR-288-76),  Washington,  D.C. 
20224. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Charles  Hayden  of  the  Legislation  and 
Regulations  Division.  Office  of  Chief 
Counsel,  Internal  Revenue  Service,  1111 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20224,  202-566-3935,  not  a  toll-free 
call. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

subject  of  the  public  hearing  is  proposed 
regulations  under  section  1033  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954.  the 
proposed  regulations  appeared  in  the 
Federal  Register  for  Tuesday,  December 
11, 1979.  at  page  71429  (44  FR  71429), 

The  rules  of  §  601.601(a)(3)  of  the 
“Statement  of  Procedural  Rules”  (26 
CFR  Part  601)  shall  apply  with  respect  to 
the  public  hearing.  Persons  who  have 
submitted  written  comments  within  the 
time  prescribed  in  the  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  and  also  desire  to 
present  oral  comments  at  the  hearing  on 
the  proposed  regulations  should  submit 
an  outline  of  the  comments  to  be 
presented  at  the  hearing  and  the  time 
they  wish  to  devote  to  each  subject  by 
April  8. 1980. 

Each  speaker  will  be  limited  to  10 
minutes  for  an  oral  presentation 
exclusive  of  time  consumed  by 
questions  from  the  panel  for  the 
Government  and  answers  to  these 
questions. 

Because  of  controlled  access 
restrictions,  attendees  cannot  be 
admitted  beyond  the  lobby  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Building  until  9:45  a.m. 

An  agenda  showing  the  scheduling  of 
the  speakers  will  be  made  after  outlines 
are  received  from  the  speakers.  Copies 
of  the  agenda  will  be  available  free  of 
charge  at  the  hearing. 

This  document  does  not  meet  the 
criteria  for  significant  regulations  set 
forth  in  paragraph  8  of  the  Treasury 
Directive  appearing  in  the  Federal 
Register  for  Wednesday,  November  8. 
1978. 


By  direction  of  the  Conunissioner  of 
Internal  Revenue: 

Robert  A.  Bley, 

Director,  Legislation  and  Reflations 
Division. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7901  Filed  8:45  ami 

BILLINO  CODE  4S30-01-M 


EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION 


29  CFR  Part  1603 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Office  of  Federal  Contract  Compliance 
Programs 

41  CFR  Part  60-20 

Interpretive  Guidelines  on 
Empioyment  Discrimination  and 
Reproductive  Hazards;  Correction 

AGENCIES:  Equal  Employment 
Opportunity  Commission  and 
Department  of  Labor. 

ACTION:  Proposed  Rulemaking; 
Corrections  of  Contact  Person, 
Introduction.  Analysis  and  Cross- 
References  in  the  ^oposal. 

summary:  This  document  corrects  the 
third  paragraph  of  the  Introduction,  the 
tenth  paragraph  of  the  Analysis,  and  the 
cross-references  in  sections  3(a)(2)  and 
3(a)(3)  of  the  proposed  rulemaking 
published  on  Friday,  February  1, 1980,  at 
45  FR  7514. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Frederick  D.  Dorsey,  Director,  Office  of  Policy 
Implementation,  Equal  Employment 
Opportunity  Commission,  2401  E  Street, 
NW..  Washington.  D.C.  20506,  202-634- 
7060. 

loseph  Hogan.  Acting  Director,  Division  of 
Program  Policy,  Office  of  Federal  Contract 
Compliance  Programs,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor,  Washington,  D.C.  20210,  202-523- 
9426,  or  James  D.  Henry,  Associate 
Solicitor,  Office  of  the  Solicitor,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  Washington,  D.C. 
20210,  202-523-8235. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  1.  In  the 

third  paragraph  of  the  Introduction  (45 
FR  7514),  the  reference  to  “polyvinyl 
chloride”  should  have  read  “vinyl 
chloride”.  The  reference  to  “estrogen” 
should  have  read  “synthetic  estrogen”. 
The  reference  to  the  May  31, 1978  letter 
of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  should 
have  referred  to  the  May  1, 1978  letter. 
As  corrected,  this  paragraph  reads  as 
follows: 


“It  was  also  daring  this  process  that 
EEOC  and  OFCCP  became  aware  of  ffie 
increasing  number  of  employers  and 
contractors  who  are  intiating  policies 
excluding  all  women  of  childbearing 
capacity  from  certain  jobs  because  of 
exposure  to  hazardous  substances  or 
conditions.  Preliminary  evidence 
indicates  that  as  many  as  20  million  jobs 
may  involve  exposure  in  the  workplace 
to  alleged  reproductive  hazards. 
Chemicals  and  physical  agents  which 
have  been  alleged  to  pose  such  hazards 
include  lead,  vinyl  chloride,  radiation, 
synthetic  estrogen,  anesthetic  gases,  and 
organic  solvents.  In  response  to  such 
exclusionary  practices  the  EEOC,  on 
April  21. 1978,  issued  a  policy  statement 
indicating  its  concern  about  whether 
such  practices  conform  with  federal 
anti-discrimination  laws.  In  a  May  1, 
1978,  letter  from  the  Department  of 
Labor’s  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health.  Eula 
Bingham,  to  all  major  American 
corporate  medical  directors,  OSHA 
expressed  its  concern  regarding 
employment  practices  which  deny 
opportunities  to  any  class  of  wori:ers  on 
the  basis  of  safety  and  health.  These 
guidelines  specifically  address  those 
situations,  involving  allegations  of  sex 
discrimination.” 

2.  The  twenty-second  through  twenty- 
third  line  in  the  tenth  paragraph  of  the 
Analysis  (45  FR  7515)  should  refer  to  the 
National  Institute  of  Environmental 
Health  Sciences,  rather  than  to  the 
National  Institute  of  Environmental 
Health  Safety. 

3.  The  cross-reference  at  45  FR  7517  at 
the  end  of  proposed  Section  3(a)(2) 
should  refer  to  Section  2(d)(6).  rather 
than  to  paragraph  2(d)(b). 

4.  The  cross-reference  at  45  FR  7517  at 
the  end  of  proposed  Section  3(a)(3) 
should  refer  to  Section  2(d)(8).  rather 
than  to  paragraph  2(d)(8). 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  7th  day  of 
March  1980. 

Eleanor  Holmes  Norton, 

Chair  For  the  Commission. 

Ray  Marshall, 

Secretary  of  Labor. 

Donald  Elisburg, 

Assist  Secretary.  Employment  Standards 
Administration. 

Weldon  ).  Rougeau. 

Director,  Office  of  Federal  Contract 
Compliance  Programs, 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 

(FRL  1435-5] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Implementation  Plans;  Callfomia  State 
Implementation  Plan  Revision:  Bay 
Area  Air  Quality  Management  District 
and  Ventura  County  Air  Pollution 
Control  District 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  Revisions  to  the  Bay  Area  Air 
Quality  Management  District’s 
(AQMD’s)  and  Ventura  County  Air 
Pollution  Control  District’s  (APCD’s) 
emergency  episode  plans  have  been 
submitted  to  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  by  the 
California  Air  Resources  Board  (ARB) 
for  the  purpose  of  revising  the  California 
State  Implementation  Plan  (SIP).  The 
intended  effect  of  these  revisions  is  to 
update  the  rules  and  regulations,  and  to 
correct  deficiencies  in  die  SIP.  The  EPA 
invites  written  public  comment  on  these 
rules,  especially  as  to  their  consistency 
with  the  Clean  Air  Act. 
date:  The  deadline  for  submitting 
written  comments  is  April  14, 1980. 
ADDRESSES:  Comments  may  be  sent  to: 
Regional  Administrator,  Attn:  Air  & 
Hazardous  Materialsr  Division.  Air 
Technical  Branch,  Regulatory  Section 
(A-4-2),  Environmental  Protection 
Agency.  Region  IX,  215  Fremont  Street, 
San  Francisco,  CA  94105. 

The  EPA  has  established  a  rulemaking 
Docket  9A-79-2  for  the  Bay  Area 
AQMD  and  9A-79-4  for  the  Ventura 
County  APCD.  These  Dockets  contain 
all  the  information  on  which  the  " 
proposed  rulemaking  relies,  which  is 
available  for  public  inspection  during 
normal  business  hours  at  the  EPA 
Region  IX  office  at  the  above  address 
and  the  EPA  Central  Docket  Section  at 
the  following  address:  EPA  Central 
Docket  Section,  Waterside  Mall,  Room 
2903B,  401  M  Street  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20460. 

Additionally,  copies  of  the  proposed 
revisions  are  available  for  public 
inspection  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  following  locations: 

Bay  Area  Air  Quality  Management  District, 
939  Ellis  Street,  Francisco,  CA  94109 
Ventura  County  Air  Pollution  Control 
District,  800  South  Victoria  Avenue, 

Ventura,  CA  93001 

California  Air  Resources  Board,  1102  Q 
Street,  P.O.  Box  2815,  Sacramento,  CA 
95814 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 


Rodney  L  Cumnms,  Chief,  Technical 
Analysis  Section,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Region  IX,  (415)  556- 
2002,  215  Fremont  Street,  San  Francisco, 
CA  94105. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

Under  Section  110(a)  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act  and  40  CFR  51.16,  SIP’s  are  required 
to  contain  air  pollution  emergency 
episode  contingency  plans.  The  original 
SEP  and  subsequent  revisions  submitted 
by  the  State  of  California  failed  to  meet 
the  requirements  specified  in  40  CFR 
51.16.  As  a  result,  the  California  Lung 
Associaton  and  others  commenced  a 
citizens’  suit  in  March  of  1975  against 
EPA  and  the  ARB.  requesting  the  U.S. 
District  Court  for  the  Central  District  of 
California  to  order  EPA  to  promulgate 
and  enforce  an  emergency  episode  plan 
for  the  South  Coast  Air  Basin  (SCAB)  of 
California  (“California  Lung  Association 
V.  Train,”  Civil  No.  75-1044-WPG). 

EPA  lost  the  Court  suit,  and  a  Joint 
Stipulaiton  of  Settlement  was  signed  on 
December  5, 1977,  by  counsels  for  the 
Administrator  and  for  the  California 
Lung  Association,  which  stated  that 
EPA  would  review  the  emergency 
episode  regulations  of  42  Air  Pollution 
Control  Districts  in  the  State  of 
California,  approving  or  promulgating 
regulations  as  necessary. 

In  August  1979,  counsels  for  the 
Administrator  and  for  the  California 
Lung  Association  signed  a  Stipulation 
for  Modification  of  Joint  Stipulation  of 
Settlement  and  Order  Modifying 
Findings  of  Fact  and  Conclusions  of 
Law,  which  stated  that  EPA  would  have 
to  review  regulations  for  only  12  Air 
Pollution  Control  Districts.  Iliis 
proposed  rulemaking  and  its  associated 
documents  satisfy  in  part  the  Settlement 
between  EPA  and  the  California  Lung 
Association.  (For  a  more  detailed 
description  of  the  litigation,  see  44  FR 
30118.) 

On  May  24, 1979  (44  FR  30124)  and 
June  13, 1979  (44  FR  33905),  the 
Administrator  published  proposed  rules 
for  air  pollution  emergency  episodes  in 
the  Bay  Area  AQMD  and  Ventura 
County  APCD,  respectively.  The 
purpose  of  these  Notices  was  to  propose 
to  approve  the  episode  plans  and  to 
propose  supplementary  regulations  to 
correct  deficiencies  in  both  plans. 
Subsequent  to  the  publication  of  these 
Notices.  EPA  received  comments  from 
the  Bay  Area  AQMD  and  Ventma 
County  APCD,  which  indicated  that  EPA 
should  not  finalize  the  proposed 
regulations  because  each  agency  was 
correcting  the  deficiencies  noted  by  EPA 
in  their  episode  plans.  As  a  result  EPA 


did  not  finalize  the  proposed 
regulations,  but  waited  until  the 
revisions  were  submitted  as  an  SIP 
revision  by  the  ARB.  The  following 
regidations  were  submitted  to  EPA  by 
the  California  ARB  on  February  14, 1980 
and  February  25. 1980  for  the  Bay  Area 
AQMD  and  Ventura  County  APCD. 
respectively. 

Bay  Area  AQMD 
Rule  100,  General 
Rule  101,  Description 
Rule  300,  Standards 

Rule  301,  Preplanned  Abatement  Strategies 

Rule  302,  Air  Pollution  Advisory  Alert 

Rule  303,  Abatement  Actions 

Rule  304,  Air  Pollution  Warning 

Rule  305,  Air  Pollution  Emergency 

Rule  400,  Administrative  Requirements 

Rule  401,  Termination  of  Episode  Stages 

Rule  402,  Communications 

Rule  403,  Meteorological  FcH^casts 

Rule  404,  Enforcement 

Ventura  County  APCD 

Rule  150,  Source  and  Receptor  Areas 

Rule  152,  Air  Monitoring  Summaries 

Rule  153,  Episode  Criteria 

Rule  154,  Episode  Notifications 

Rule  155,  Plans 

Rule  156,  Communication  Network 
Rule  157,  First  Stage  Episode  Actions 
Rule  158,  Second  Stage  Episode  Alert 
Rule  159,  Third  Stage  Episode  Alert 
Rule  160,  Interdistrict  Coordination 
Rule  161,  Enforcement 
Rule  162,  Termination  of  Episodes 

EPA’s  Proposed  Actions 

Under  Section  110  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  as  amended,  and  40  CFR  Part  51, 
the  Administrator  is  required  to  approve 
or  disapprove  the  above  regulations  as 
SIP  revisions.  All  the  rules  submitted 
have  been  evaluated  in  accordance  with 
EPA  policy  and  40  CFR  Part  51.  Based 
upon  this  evaluation,  EPA  has 
determined  that  the  requirements  of  40 
CFR  51.16  are  satisfied.  'Therefore,  the 
rule  revisions  listed  above  are  proposed 
to  be  approved  and  incorporated  into 
the  California  SEP. 

Public  Comments 

The  Regional  Administrator  hereby 
issues  this  Notice  setting  forth  these 
revisions  as  proposed  rulemaking,  and 
advises  the  public  that  interested 
persons  may  participate  by  submitting 
written  comments  to  the  Regional  IX 
Office.  Comments  received  on  or  before 
30  days  after  publication  of  this  Notice 
will  be  considered.  Comments  received 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  EPA.  Region  IX  Office  and  the  EPA 
Public  Information  Reference  Unit 

The  Administrator’s  decision  to 
approve  or  disapprove  the  proposed 
revisions  will  be  based  upon  comments 
received,  and  upon  a  determination  of 
whether  the  amendments  meet  the 
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requirements  of  Section  110(a)(2)  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  and  40  CFR  Part  51, 
Requirements  for  Preparation,  Adoption, 
and  Submittal  of  State  Implementation 
Plans. 

Under  Executive  Order  12044,  EPA  is 
required  to  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“significant,”  and  therefore*  subject  to 
the  procediual  requirements  of  the 
Order,  or  whether  it  may  follow  other 
specialized  development  procedures. 
^A  labels  these  other  regulations 
“specialized.”  EPA  has  reviewed  the 
revision  being  acted  upon  in  this  notice, 
and  has  determined  that  it  is  a 
specialized  revision  not  subject  to  the 
procedural  requirements  of  Executive 
Order  12044. 

Authority:  Sections  110  and  301(a)  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended,  (42 
U.S.C.  S§  7410  and  7601(a)). 

Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

Sheila  M.  Prindiville, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 
pit  Doc  ao-79M  Filed  s-is-aa  a>ts  am] 
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40  CFR  Part  52 
(FRL  1434-8] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Implementation  Plans,  Ohio;  Approval 
of  an  External  Emission  Offset  for  Pre 
Finished  Metals  Inc.,  of  Ohio 

agency:  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 

Agency  (USEPA). 

action:  Proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  Pre  Finished  Metals  Inc.  has 
proposed  to  construct  a  new  metal 
coating  plant  in  Lake  Township  of  Wood 
County,  Ohio.  This  area  presently 
exceeds  the  National  Ambient  Air 
Quality  Standard  of  photochemical 
oxidants  and  therefore  new  emissions  of 
volatile  organic  compounds  (VOC)  must 
be  o^set  by  reductions  of  VOCs  from 
existing  sources.  The  Ohio  Department 
of  Transportation  (ODOT)  has  agreed  to 
reduce  the  use  of  cutback  asphalt  in 
Wood.  Sandusky  and  Ottawa  Counties 
by  an  amount  sufficient  to  offset  the 
VOC  emissions  expected  from  the 
proposed  source,  ^cause  the  offsets  are 
external  (i.e.,  supplied  by  a  party  other 
than  the  new  source  owners),  and 
because  the  external  offsets  are  being 
supplied  by  a  State  or  community,  the 
offset  commitment  must  be  submitted  as 
a  SIP  revision  by  the  State  of  Ohio  in 
accordance  with  the  Emission  Offset 
Interpretative  Ruling  44  FR  3274 
(January  16, 1979).  The  USEPA  proposes 
to  approve  the  commitment  to  supply 
the  offsets  by  the  ODOT  as  a  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  revision. 


date:  Written  comments  must  be 
received  on  or  before  May  13, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be  sent 
to:  Gary  Gulezian,  Acting  Chief, 
Regulatory  Analysis  Section.  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Air 
Programs  Branch  Region  V,  230  South 
Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60604. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ronald  J.  Van  Mersbergen,  Regulatory 
Analysis  Section,  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency.  Air  Programs 
Branch,"  Region  V,  230  South  Dearborn 
Street.  Chicago,  Illinois  60604,  (312)  886- 
6057. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  IIN^ORMATION:  The  Ohio 
Enviroiunental  Protection  Agency 
(OEPA)  has  approved  a  permit  to  install 
for  the  Pre  Finished  Metals  Inc.  (2300  E. 
Pratt  Boulevard,  Elk  Grove  Village. 
Illinois  60007).  The  proposed  new 
facility  will  produce  painted  sheet  metal 
in  a  continuous  coil  coating  operation. 
The  proposed  facility  will  be  located  in 
Lake  Township  of  Wood  County.  Ohio 
on  West  Broadway,  300  yards  South  of 
Wales  Road.  The  operation  is  scheduled 
to  begin  in  early  1981.  Wood  Coimty,  as 
well  as  neighboring  Sandusky  and 
Ottawa  Counties,  was  designated  on 
March  31. 1978  (43  FR  8962)  by  the 
Administrator  as  nonattainment  for 
photochemical  oxidants.  Therefore  all 
new  or  modified  sources  applying  for  a 
permit  to  install  prior  to  July  1, 1979, 
must  meet  the  requirements  of  Section 
IV  of  the  Emission  Offset  Interpretive 
Ruling  44  FR  3274  (Jeinuary  16, 1979). 

This  requires  Pre  Finished  Metals  Inc.  to 
1)  apply  the  lowest  achievable  emission 
rate  (LAER)  to  the  new  source,  2)  bring 
all  other  sources  in  the  State  owned  by 
Pre  Finished  Metals  Inc.  in  compliance 
with  all  applicable  SEP  emission 
limitations  or  on  a  compliance  schedule. 

3)  reduce  emission  of  VOCs  from 
existing  sources  in  the  area  to  offset  the 
emissions  from  the  proposed  source,  and 

4)  assure  that  emission  reductions 
(offsets)  provide  a  new  air  quality 
benefit  in  the  area  affected  by  the  new 
source  emissions.  According  to  Section 
V.  B.  of  the  Interpretive  Ruling,  when 
offsets  are  supplied  by  a  State  or 
community,  the  commitment  to  supply 
the  offsets  must  be  submitted  as  a  SIP 
revision  by  the  State.  The  intent  of  this 
Federal  Register  annoimcement  is  to 
give  notice  that  USEPA  proposes  to 
approve  the  SIP  revision.  In  accordance 
with  the  criteria  in  Section  V.  and  V.  B. 
of  the  Interpretive  Ruling  the  emission 
reductions  will  be  (1)  enforceable  by  the 
authorized  State  and/or  local  agencies, 

(2)  accomplished  by  the  new  source 
start-up  date,  and  (3)  sufficient  to 
outweigh  the  impact  of  the  new  source. 


The  proposed  SIP  revision  dated  May 
23, 1979,  which  was  submitted  by  the 
Governor  of  Ohio  to  the  Regional 
Administrator  of  Region  V.  contains  « 
commitment  dated  November  6, 1978  by 
the  Director  of  ODOT  to  supply  the 
offsets  for  Pre  Finished  Metals.  These 
offsets  will  be  available  January  1, 1960 
in  sufficient  time  to  accomodate  the 
start  of  operations  scheduled  for  early 
1981.  The  ODOT  will  provide  offsets  by 
reducing  the  use  of  cutback  asphalt 
which  is  high  in  VOC  emissions  in 
Wood,  Ottawa  and  Sandusky  Counties. 
The  ODOT  commitment  will  be 
accomplished  by  substituting  emulsified 
based  asphalt  for  cutback  asphalt  A 
reduction  of  165  tons  per  year  of  VOC 
emissions  will  come  ^m  892  tons  of 
asphalt  which  will  have  an  emulsified 
base  rather  than  a  cutback  base. 

The  anticipated  VOC  emissions  rate 
from  Pre  Finished  Metals  Inc.  after  the 
application  of  LAER  will  be  137  tons  per 
year.  This  is  less  than  the  165  tons  per 
year  offsets  required  to  represent 
reasonable  progress  toward  attainment 
in  the  three  coimty  area. 

Section  129  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  sets 
the  baseline  for  emission  offset 
calculations  as  the  SIP  requirements  at 
the  time  of  the  permit  application.  There 
were  no  SIP  lii^ts  on  VC3c  in  Wood, 
Sandusky  and  Ottawa  Counties  on  the 
date  the  Pre  Finished  Metals  application 
was  submitted;  therefore,  all  reductions 
of  VOC  in  the  three  Counties  are  eligible 
as  offsets. 

The  USEPA  considers  the  Governor’s 
submittal  as  a  SIP  revision  and  the 
November  6, 1978  letter  fr^m  the 
Director  of  ODOT  to  the  Director  of 
OEPA  to  be  a  commitment  which  is 
sufficient  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
Section  V  of  the  Interpretive  Ruling. 
Section  V,  when  referring  to  SIP 
enforceability  states:  “The  emission 
reduction  commitment  must  be 
enforceable  by  authorized  State  and/or 
local  agencies,  and  under  the  Clear  Air 
Act  *  *  It  is  understood  by  USEPA 
that  the  Governor,  the  State’s  chief 
executive  officer,  can  enforce  the 
commitment  which  comes  from  a 
department  under  his  jurisdiction  and 
therefore  the  ODOT  commitment  is 
enforceable  by  the  Governor. 

All  interested  parties  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  on  EPA’s 
proposed  approyal  of  this  SIP  revision. 
Written  comments  received  by  the  date 
specified  above  will  be  considered  in 
determining  whether  the  USEPA  will 
approve  the  SIP  revision.  After  the 
public  comment  period  the 
Administrator  of  the  USEPA  will  publish 
in  the  Federal  Register  the  Agency’s 
final  action  on  this  proposal. 
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Dated:  March  5, 1980. 
lohn  McGuire, 

Regional  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc  80-79M  PUed  3-13-80;  8:45  ain| 
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40  CFR  Part  52 
[FRL  1435-1] 

Availability  of  Implementation  Plan 
Revisions  for  Nonattainment  Areas  in 
the  State  of  Michigan 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Notice  of  Receipt  and 
Availability. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  is  to  announce 
receipt  and  availability  for  public 
review  of  proposed  revisions  to  speciHc 
portions  of  the  State  Implementation 
Plan  (SIP)  for  Michigan.  Under  the 
requirements  of  Part  D  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act.  the  State  of  Michigan  on  April  25, 
1979  and,  additionally  on  October  26, 
1979,  November  8, 1979  and  December 
26, 1979  submitted  to  the  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(USEPA)  proposed  revisions  to  its  SIP. 
These  proposed  revisions  are  designed 
to  implement  new  measures  for 
decreasing  the  ambient'concentrations 
of  carbon  monoxide  and  ozone  in  those 
areas  of  the  State  of  Michigan 
designated  as  not  attaining  the  National 
Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards 
(NAAQS)  for  these  pollutants.  The 
October  5, 1978  Federal  Register  (43  FR 
46010)  contains  a  listing  of  areas  in 
Michigan  not  meeting  National  Ambient 
Air  Quality  Standards  for  carbon 
monoxide  and  ozone.  A  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  describing  the 
proposed  revisions  and  USEPA’s 
intended  rulemaking  action  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  at  a 
later  date. 

DATES:  See  Supplementary  Information. 
ADDRESSES:  The  submittal  may  be 
examined  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  following  USEPA  offices: 

OFFICES: 

Public  Information  Reference  Unit,  Library 
Systems  Branch,  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  S.W„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 

Region  V,  Air  Programs  Branch,  230  South 
Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60604. 

In  addition  the  revisions  may  be 
examined  at  the  offices  of  the: 

Michigan  Department  of  Natural  Resources, 
Air  Quality  Division,  State  Secondary 
Government  Building  Complex,  General 
Office  Building,  7150  Harris  Drive,  Lansing, 
Michigan  48917. 


Written  comments  should  be  sent  to: 
Gary  Gulezian,  Chief,  Regulatory 
Analysis  Section,  Air  Programs  Branch, 
U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  V,  230  South  Dearborn  Street, 
Chicago,  Illinois  60604. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Gary  Gulezian.  Chief,  Regulatory 
Analysis  Section,  Air  Programs  Branch, 
U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency. 
Region  V,  230  South  Dearborn  Street, 
Chicago,  Illinois  60604,  (312)  886-6029. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  USEPA 
is  currently  reviewing  these  proposed 
revisions  to  the  Michigan  SIP.  At  the 
completion  of  this  review  a  notice  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
proposing  rulemaking  action  on  these 
revisions. 

All  interested  persons  are  advised 
that  the  proposed  revision  are  available 
for  review  at  the  locations  listed  above. 
The  proposed  rulemaking  notice  referred 
to  above  will  announce  the  last  day  for 
public  comment.  This  public  comment 
period  will  extend  for  not  less  than  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  USEPA’s  proposed 
rulemaking  action. 

Dated:  March  6, 1980. 

John  McGuire, 

Regional  Administrator. 

pnt  Doc.  80-7955  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6S60-01-M 


40  CFR  Part  52 
IFRL  1435-2] 

Availability  of  Implementation  Plan 
Revisions  for  Nonattainment  Areas  in 
the  State  of  Ohio 

agency:  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Receipt  and 
Availability. 

summary:  This  notice  is  to  announce 
receipt  and  availability  for  public 
review  of  proposed  revisions  to  specffic 
portions  of  the  State  Implementation 
Plan  (SIP)  for  Ohio.  Under  the 
requirements  of  Part  D  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  the  State  of  Ohio  on  December  28, 
1979  and  February  12, 1980,  submitted  to 
the  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (USEPA)  proposed  revisions  to 
its  SIP.  These  proposed  revisions  are 
designed  to  implement  new  measures 
for  decreasing  the  ambient 
concentrations  of  carbon  monoxide 
(CO)  and  ozone  (03)  in  the  Youngstown 
nonattainment  area.  A  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  describing  the 
proposed  revisions  for  the  Yoimgstown 
area  and  USEPA’s  intended  rulemaking 


action  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  at  a  later  date. 

DATES:  See  Supplementary  Information. 
ADDRESSES:  The  submittal  may  be 
examined  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  following  USEPA  offices: 

Public  Information  Reference  Unit,  Library 

Systems  Branch,  U.S.  Environmental 

Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 

Region  V,  Air  Programs  Branch,  230  South 

Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60604. 

In  addiition  the  revisions  may  be 
examined  at  the  offices  of  the: 

Ohio  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  316 

Broad  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215. 

Written  comments  should  be  sent  to: 
Mr.  Gary  Gulezian,  Chief,  Regulatory 
Analysis  Section,  Air  Programs  Branch, 
U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
230  South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60604. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Gary  Gulezian,  Chief,  Regulatory 
Analysis  Section,  Air  Program  Branch, 
U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
230  South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60604,  (312)  886-6052. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
March  3, 1978  (43  FR  8962)  and  on 
October  5, 1978  (43  CFR  45994)  pursuant 
to  the  requirements  of  Section  107  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act,  USEPA  designated 
specific  areas  in  each  State  as 
nonattainment  with  respect  to  the  air 
pollutants  sulfur  dioxide,  total 
suspended  particulates,  carbon 
monoxide,  ozone,  hydrocarbons,  and 
nitrogen  oxides.  Part  D  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act  requires  each  State  to  revise  its  SIP 
to  meet  specific  requirements  in  these 
nonattainment  areas.  These  revisions  to 
the  SIP  must  demonstrate  attainment  of 
the  primary  National  Ambient  Air 
Quality  Standards  (NAAQS)  as 
expeditiously  as  practicable,  but  no 
later  than  December  31, 1982.  Under 
certain  circumstances  a  five  year 
extension,  until  December  31, 1987,  may 
be  granted  for  meeting  the  primary 
carbon  monoxide  and  ozone  NAAQS. 

USEPA  is  currently  reviewing  these 
proposed  revisions  to  the  Ohio  SIP.  At 
the  completion  of  this  review  a  notice 
will  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
proposing  rulemaking  action  on  these 
proposed  revisions.  All  interested 
persons  are  advised  that  the  proposed 
revisions  are  available  for  review  at  the 
locations  listed  above.  The  proposed 
rulemaking  notice  referred  to  above  will 
annoimce  the  last  day  for  public 
comment.  This  public  comment  period 
will  extend  for  not  less  than  30  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
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Federal  Register  of  USEPA’s  proposed 
rulemaking  action. 

Dated:  March  6. 1980. 

John  McGuire, 

Regional  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  80-79Se  FUed  3-19-80;  8:45  un) 

BILUNa  CODE  eS60-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Health  Care  Rnancing  Administration 

42  CFR  Parts  405  and  442 

Requirements  for  Certification  of 
Medicare  and  Medicaid  Long  Term 
Care  Facilities  With  Repeat 
Deficiencies 

AGENCY:  Health  Care  Financing 
Administration  (HCFA),  HEW. 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  proposed  amendments 
would  eliminate  ciurent  requirements 
which  automatically  prohibit  renewal  of 
provider  agreements  with  long  term  care 
facilities  if  the  same  deficiencies  persist 
through  successive  certification  surveys. 
The  purpose  is  to  make  the  rules  for 
skilled  nursing  and  intermediate  care 
facilities  consistent  with  rules  governing 
other  providers  and  to  provide  an 
equitable  and  comprehensive  evaluation 
of  an  institution’s  overall  health  and 
safety  conditions.  These  regulations 
would  serve  to  protect  patients  from 
transfer  and  related  problems  that 
would  result  from  termination  where 
there  is  no  danger  to  the  health  and 
safety  of  the  patients. 

DATES:  Consideration  will  be  given  to 
written  comments  or  suggestions 
received  by  May  13, 1980. 

ADDRESS  COMMENTS  TO:  Administrator. 
Health  Care  Financing  Administration, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  P.O.  Box  17082,  Baltimore, 
Maryland  12235. 

When  commenting,  please  refer  to 
HSQ-54-P.  Agencies  and  organizations 
are  requested  to  submit  their  comments 
in  duplicate. 

Comments  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  beginning  approximately  two 
weeks  after  publication  in  Room  5220  of 
the  Department’s  offices  at  330  C  Street 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Monday 
through  Friday  of  each  week  from  8:30 
a.m.  to  5  p.m.  (202/245-0365). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jim  Conrad  (301)  594-7940. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Basic  Requirements 

In  order  to  participate  in  the  Medicare 
and  Medicaid  programs,  long  term  care 


facilities  are  statutorily  required  to  meet 
specific  health  and  safety  requirements 
and  other  requirements  Uie  Siecretary 
finds  necessary  to  ensure  the  health  and 
safety  of  patients  (sections  1861(j)(15) 
and  1905(c)  of  the  Social  Security  Act). 
*rhe  State  survey  agency  performs 
annual  onsite  surveys  to  ascertain 
whether  a  facility  is  in  compliance  with 
these  requirements.  If  the  State  survey 
agency  certifies  that  the  facility 
complies  with  applicable  Federal  and 
State  requirements,  the  facility  is 
eligible  to  participate  in  the  programs. 

Current  Medicare  regulations  prohibit 
renewal  of  long  term  care  provider 
agreements  if  identical  deficiencies  are 
cited  in  successive  certification  surveys. 
(42  CFR  405.1902(b)  and  405.1908(b).) 
These  regulations,  commonly  referred  to 
as  the  “repeat  deficiency”  regulations, 
do  not  require  an  evaluation  of  the 
seriousness  of  a  deficiency  and  its  effect 
on  the  health  and  safety  of  patients. 
Moreover,  when  a  Medicare  provider 
agreement  is  terminated  due  to  repeated 
deficiencies,  the  Medicaid  agreement 
must  also  be  terminated  (42  CFR  442.20). 

Under  both  Medicare  and  Medicaid, 
there  are  special  provisions  that  permit 
continued  participation  when  a  facility 
corrects  a  deficiency  identified  at  the 
time  of  a  survey,  but  later  repeats  the 
same  deficiency.  Under  Medicare 
regulations,  if  a  skilled  nursing  facility 
demonstrates  compliance  with  a 
previously  unmet  standard,  and  later  for 
reasons  beyond  its  control  is  out  of 
compliance,  the  deficiency  is  treated  as 
a  new  deficiency  rather  than  a  repeated 
one  (see  42  CFR  405.1908(e)).  Under  the 
Medicaid  regulations,  the  State  survey 
agency  can  recommend  that  a  provider 
agreement  be  renewed  if  there  is  proof 
that  the  facility  corrected  the  deficiency 
during  the  certification  period,  made  a 
good  faith  effort  to  stay  in  compliance, 
and  became  out  of  compliance  for 
reasons  beyond  its  control  (see  42  CFR 
442.105(d)).  In  addition,  both  Medicare 
and  Medicaid  regulations  address  the 
instance  where  a  facility  corrects  a  prior 
deficiency,  but  is  then  found  deficient  on 
a  different  standard.  The  facility  can 
have  its  provider  agreement  renewed  if 
it  shows  that  it — 

(1)  Was  out  of  compliance  through  no 
fault  of  its  own  or  despite  intensive 
efforts  to  comply:  and 

(2)  Made  the  best  use  of  its  resources 
to  furnish  adequate  care. 

(See  42  CFR  405.1908(4)  and  442.105(c).) 

The  repeat  deficiency  provisions  were 
adopted  to  prevent  renewal  of 
agreements  with  providers  that  are  cited 
year  after  year  for  the  same  deficiency. 
They  are  intended  to  serve  as  leverage 
in  securing  provider  compliance. 


However,  through  our  experience 
applying  the  relations  we  have 
concluded  that  the  benefits  of  the 
regulations  are  not  commensurate  with 
the  administrative  costs.  We  have  found 
these  regulations  to  be  overly 
mechanistic,  expensive,  and 
unnecessary.  The  process  fails  to  take 
advantage  of  the  surveyor’s  professional 
judgment  on  whether  patient  health  and 
safety  is  actually  threatened.  There  have 
been  instances  where  State  agencies 
have  ignored  the  regulations  in  order  to 
renew  agreements  with  providers  who 
render  high  quality  care  and  to  avoid 
unnecessary  transfer  of  patients  who 
are  not  in  jeopardy.  In  other  instances. 
State  agencies  have  merely  documented 
the  good  faith  efforts  of  providers  to 
correct  problems  to  show  that  patient 
health  and  safety  are  not  jeopardized.  A 
considerable  amount  of  State  survey 
agency  time  is  spent  in  required 
activities  (such  as  revisitiiig  providers 
and  preparing  special  determinations)  to 
justify  continued  participation  of  long 
term  care  facilities  in  the  programs. 
Despite  these  activities,  there  is  no 
discemable  difference  in  the  State 
agency’s  success  in  securing  compliance 
or  in  upgrading  the  quality  of  care  in 
long  term  care  facilities  as  compared  to 
other  groups  of  providers  (e.g.,  hospitals, 
home  health  agencies). 

Proposed  Changes 

We  proposed  to  delete  the  repeat 
deficiency  provisions  and  treat  long 
term  care  providers  the  same  as  other 
providers  in  determining  compliance. 
State  survey  agencies  will  consider 
whether  the  facility’s  deficiencies  limit 
the  provider’s  capacity  to  furnish 
adequate  care.  In  mal^g  their 
recommendation,  the  State  will  consider 
a  facility’s  past  performance  as  an 
indication  of  the  probability  of  future 
compliance.  If  a  facility  with 
deficiencies  submits  an  acceptable  plan 
for  correcting  deficiencies,  the  State 
survey  agency  could  recommend  that 
the  facility  be  issued  a  provider 
agreement  (see  42  CFR  405.1907  and 
442.111). 

Facilities  with  deficiencies  would 
continue  to  be  given  provider 
agreements  with  fixed  expiration  dates. 
Ifre  Medicare  and  Medicaid  regulations 
would  continue  to  require  that  a  facility 
with  a  deficiency  be  recommended  for 
certification  for  a  term  of  up  to  60  days 
following  the  period  specified  for  the 
correction  of  deficiencies.  In  no  event 
would  a  facility  with  a  deficiency  be 
certified  for  a  period  that  exceeds  12 
months.  The  term  of  the  certification 
will  be  subject  to  automatic  cancellation 
on  the  60th  day  following  the  end  of  the 
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period  specified  for  the  correction  of 
deficiencies  unless — 

(1)  The  survey  agency  finds  that  all 
deficiencies  have  been  corrected,  or 

(2)  The  facility  has  made  substantial 
effort  and  progress  in  correcting  the 
deficiencies  and  has  submitted  a  new 
written  plan  of  correction  that  is 
acceptable  to  the  Secretary. 

The  proposed  amendments  would 
require  that  State  survey  agencies  look 
to  existing  regulatory  certification 
procedures  when  considering  whether  to 
recommend  granting  provider 
agreements.  Existing  regulations  which 
allow  the  Medicare  and  Medicaid 
programs  to  terminate  providers  who 
refuse  to  correct  deficiencies  within  a 
specified  period  would  continue  to  be 
followed. 

42  CFR  Chapter  IV  is  amended  as  set 
forth  below: 

PART  405— FEDERAL  HEALTH 
INSURANCE  FOR  THE  AGED  AND 
DISABLED 

1.  Section  405.1902  is  amended  by 
-deleting  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  405.1902  Certification  by  State  agency. 
***** 

(b)  (Deleted.) 

***** 

2.  Section  405.1904  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  405.1904  Periodic  certification  of 
compiiance  and  approval. 
***** 

(b)  A  provider  agreement  may  be 
issued  to  a  skilled  nursing  facility  for  a 
period  of  up  to  12  months  if  existing 
deficiences  do  not  endanger  the  health 
and  safety  of  patients  and  there  has 
been  substantial  progress  in  correcting 
deficiencies.  The  provider  agreement 
with  the  facility  may,  at  the  option  of  the 
Secretary,  be  subject  to  automatic 
cancellation  if  there  is  a  failure  to 
correct  deficiencies.  (See  §  405.604  Term 
agreements  with  skilled  nursing 
facilities  and  §  405.1908  Special 
requirements  applicable  to  skilled 
nursing  facilities  with  deficiencies.) 

3.  Section  405.1908  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (a)  and  (c)  and 
deleting  paragraphs  (b),  (d),  and  (e),  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  405.1908  Special  requirements 
applicable  to  skilled  nursing  facilities  with 
deficiencies. 

(a)  If  a  skilled  nursing  facility  is  not  in 
full  compliance  with  the  standards 
contained  in  Subpart  K  of  this  part  when 
the  State  agency  surveys,  the  provider 


must  be  issued  a  short  term  agreement 
or  a  conditional  agreement  as  follows: 

(1)  A  short  term  agreement  must  be 
for  a  period  of  less  than  12  months  and 
must  end  no  later  than  the  60th  day 
following  the  date  specified  in  a  written 
plan  approved  by  the  Secretary  for  the 
correction  of  deficiencies. 

(2)  A  conditional  agreement  must: 

(i)  Be  for  12  months;  and 

(ii)  Specify  a  period  of  not  more  than  9 
months  for  the  correction  of 
deficiencies;  and 

(iii)  Contain  a  cancellation  date  that  is 
no  later  than  the  60th  day  following  the 
date  specified  for  correcting 
deficiencies.  The  agreement  will 
terminate  unless  the  survey  agency 
determines  that: 

(A)  All  deficiencies  identified  in  the 
plan  of  correction  have  been  corrected; 
or 

(B)  The  provider  has  made  substantial 
effort  and  progress  in  correcting  the 
deficiencies  and  has  resubmitted  a 
written  plan  of  correction  that  is 
acceptable  to  the  Secretary. 

(b)  (Deleted.) 

(c)  If  an  agreement  with  a  skilled 
nursing  facility  is  not  renewed  at  the 
end  of  its  term  because  of  deficiencies, 
the  notice  and  hearing  requirements  in 
§  405.604(c)(3)  apply. 

(d)  [Deleted.] 

(e)  [Deleted.] 

PART  442— STANDARDS  FOR 
PAYMENT  FOR  SKILLED  NURSING 
AND  INTERMEDIATE  CARE  FACILITY 
SERVICES 

4.  Section  442.105  is  amended  by 
deleting  paragraphs  (c)  and  (d)  as 
follows: 

§  442.105  Certification  with  deficiencies: 
General  provisions. 

If  a  survey  agency  finds  a  facility 
deficient  in  meeting  the  standards 
specified  under  Subpart  D,  E,  F,  or  G  of 
this  part,  the  agency  may  certify  the 
facility  for  medicaid  purposes  under  the 
following  conditions; 
***** 

(c)  [Deleted.] 

(d)  [Deleted.] 

***** 

(Secs.  1102, 1814, 1861, 1865, 1866,  and  1910  of 
the  Social  Security  Act;  42  U.S.C.  1302, 1395x, 
and  1395hh) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.714  Medical  Assistance 
Program;  No.  13.773  Medicare — Hospital 
Insurance;  No.  13.774  Medicare — 
Supplementary  Medical  Insurance) 


Dated;  December  21, 1979. 

Leonard  D.  Schaeffer, 

Administrator,  Health  Care  Financing 
Administration. 

Approved:  March  6, 1980. 

Nathan  ).  Stark, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7987  Filed  3-13-80;  8:43  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4110-35-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

50  CFR  Part  285 

Atlantic  Bluefin  Tuna 

agency:  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration/ 
Commerce.  • 

ACTION:  Proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  These  proposed  rules  would 
amend  significantly  the  current 
regulations  by:  (1)  reserving  the  purse 
seine  quota  of  school-size  tuna  for 
assessment  fishing  (fishing  in  which  a 
biological  technician  is  on  board  to 
collect  information  for  scientific 
purposes);  (2)  establishing  a  formula  for 
allocating  purse  seine  quotas  between 
historical  and  new  entrants  who  must 
apply  to  fish  for  these  quotas;  (3) 
requiring  purse  seine  vessels  receiving 
an  allocation  of  school-size  tuna  to  carry 
scientific  technicians  on  board;  (4) 
eliminating  logbook  reporting 
requirements  imposed  on  purse  seine 
vessels;  (5)  eliminating  logbooks  and 
reducing  reporting  requirements 
imposed  on  vessels  using  gear  other 
than  purse  seines;  (6)  prohibiting  the 
transfer  of  tuna  at  sea,  i.e.,  the  use  of 
buy  boats  in  the  fishery;  (7)  requiring 
dealers,  instead  of  vessel  owners  or 
operators,  to  insert  the  metal 
identification  tag  in  giant-size  tuna;  (8) 
increasing  reporting  requirements 
imposed  on  dealers;  (9)  allowing  for 
daily  catches  of  multiple  giant-size  tuna 
by  vessels  other  than  purse  seine 
vessels  at  certain  times  during  the 
season;  and  (10) 'establishing  a  sub¬ 
quota  of  150  short  tons  (approximately 
400  giant  tuna)  in  the  northern  area  of 
the  handgear  fishery  for  which  harpoon 
vessel  owners  could  apply. 

DATES:  Comments  on  the  proposed 
regulations  are  invited  until  May  13, 

1980.  Public  hearings  to  receive  both 
written  and  oral  comments  will  be  held 
at  the  following  places,  dates,  and  times: 

April  10, 1980,  7:00  p.m.-9:30  pju..  Portland, 
ME  04102. 

April  11, 1980,  7:00  p.m.-9:30  p.m.,  Wakefield, 
MA. 
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April  14. 1980, 7:00  pjL-S:30  pjn.,  Hyannis, 
MA. 

April  15. 1980. 7:00  p.in.-0:30  pan..  Warwick. 
RL 

April  16. 1980. 7:00  p.m.-0:30  p.in..  West  Long 
Branch,  New  Jersey. 

April  18. 1980, 7i00  p.ra.-9:30  p.m..  Norfolk. 
VA. 

April  21. 1980, 7:00  p.iiL-e*.30  p.m..  Corpus 
Christi,  TX. 

April  22. 1980k  7:00  pja.-e:30  p.m..  Mobile,  AL. 
April  23. 1980, 7:00  p.m.-9:30  pan..  Fort  Pierce, 
FL 

addresses:  Hie  public  hearings  will  be 
held  at  the  following  locations: 

April  10, 1980k  Rainada  bm,  1230  Congress 
Street  at  1-296,  Portland,  ME  04102  (207) 
774-5811. 

April  11, 1980,  Colonial  Hilton,  Route  128, 
Wakefield.  MA  01880  (617)  245-e30a 
April  14, 1980,  Holiday  Route  132, 
Hyannis,  MA  02801  (617)  775-660a 
April  15, 1980,  Howard  Jolmson,  20  Jeffersrai 
Blvd^  Warwick.  RI 02886  (401)  467-e80a 
April  16, 1980k  Holiday  Inn,  N.J.  Route  36, 
West  Long  Branch,  New  Jersey  07764  (201) 
229-OOOa 

April  18, 1980,  .Lake  Wright  Inn,  6280 
Northampton  Blvd.,  Norfolk,  VA  23602 
(804)  461-6251 

April  21. 1980,  Texas  A&M  Research  & 
Extension  Center,  Highway  44,  Corpus 
Christi,  TX  78408  (512)  265-9201. 

April  22, 1980,  Davidson  High  School 
Cafeteria,  3000  Pleasant  Valley  Road, 
Mobile,  AL  36809. 

April  23. 19e0k  Ramada  Inn,  2600  N.  AlA,  Fort 
Pierce,  FL  33450  (305)  465-6000. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Allen  E.  Peterson,  Jr.,  Regional 
Director,  Nturtheast  Region,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Federal 
Building,  14  Elm  Street,  Gloucester.  MA 
01930,  (617)  281-3600. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  June 
20, 1979,  the  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration  (NOAA) 
published  final  regulations  governing 
fishing  for  Atlantic  bluefin  txma  (44  FR 
36043).  Those  regulations  represented  a 
chaitge  in  the  previously  effective 
regulations.  In  addition  to  revamping 
and  rewriting  the  regulations  in 
language  easier  to  understand,  the 
regulations:  (1)  decreased  the  purse 
seine  quota  of  school  tuna  from  1,000 
short  tons  (st)  to  650  st;  (2)  increased  the 
purse  seine  quota  for  giant  bluefin  tima 
from  180  st  to  300  st;  (3)  changed  the 
quota  unit  of  measure  for  giant  blue  fin 
tima  from  numbers  of  fish  to  tons  and 
increased  the  giant  quota  for  the 
handgear  fishery  from  2,250  fish  to  1,218 
st  (approximately  3,370  fish);  (4) 
established  a  category  for  which  charter 
boat  operators  in  the  handgear  fishery  in 
the  northern  area  could  apply;  (5) 
divided  the  handgear  quota  of  giants  for 
the  northern  area  (1,128  st)  between  a 
charter  boat  and  a  general  category 
based  upon  historical  participation  in 


the  fishery,  Le.,  102  st  (apim>ximately 
280  fish)  for  the  diarter  brat  category 
and  1,026  st  (apjuroximately  2,800  fish) 
for  the  general  category;  (6)  prescribed 
different  catch  rates  for  the  handgear 
fishery  in  the  northern  and  southern 
areas.  i.e..  one  fish  per  day  per  vessel 
(northern  area)  and  five  i^h  per  week 
per  vessel  (southern  area);  (7)  required 
all  dealers  in  Atlantic  blue^  tuna  to 
obtain  licenses;  and  (8)  allowed  anglers 
to  take  more  than  one  young  school  tuna 
as  part  of  their  daily  catch  limit 

A  number  of  proposed  changes  stirred 
strong  public  sentiment  and  many 
people  voiced  their  opinions.  The  public 
comments  were  reflected  in  the  final 
regulations.  While  the  comments  were 
diverse,  there  was  general  agreement 
that  regulations  must  be  enforceable 
and  the  scientific  data  base  has  to  be 
improved,  hopefully  to  support  larger 
quotas.  Cognizant  of  these  comments 
and  those  received  throughout  the  year, 
as  well  as  the  United  States’  obligation 
under  the  International  Convention  for 
the  Conservation  of  Atlantic  Tunas,  the 
Northeast  Regional  Office  of  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
(NMFS)  of  NOAA  has  reviewed  the 
regulations,  identified  problem  areas, 
weighed  alternative  approaches,  and 
suggested  proposed  changes  in  the 
regulations  to  the  Assistant 
Administrator  for  Fisheries  of  NOAA. 

In  developing  the  proposed  changes  to 
the  regulations.  NM^  was  guided  by 
several  objectives.  The  regulations 
should:  (1)  comply  with  the  conservation 
recommendations  adopted  under 
ICCAT;  (2)  provide  for  the  best  possible  * 
data  base  with  which  to  manage  the 
fishery;  (3)  allow  all  interested  persons  a 
fair  opportunity  to  engage  in  the  fishery; 
(4)  reduce  unnecessary  reporting;  and  (5) 
be  enforceable. 

The  proposed  regulations  are 
published  in  their  entirety  to  allow  the 
reader  to  see  how  the  proposals  fit 
within  the  regulatory  framework.  Also, 
it  will  be  evident  that  minor  editorial  or 
clarifying  changes  have  been  made,  but 
they  are  of  little  significance  except  in 
readability  and  are  therefore  not 
discussed  in  this  preamble. 

The  following  paragraphs  discuss  the 
major  proposed  changes  and  briefly 
describe  the  underlying  rationale.  A 
detailed  description  of  changes  and 
estimated  impacts  are  found  in  the  Draft 
Regulatory  Analysis  and  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  which 
are  available  from  the  Regional  Director, 
Northeast  Region,  NMFS,  14  Elm  Street, 
Gloucester.  Mass.  01930. 

Buy  Boats 

Fot  a  number  of  years,  several 
individuals  petitioned  the  NMFS  to 


promulgate  a  regulation  which  would 
allow  buy  boats  to  operate  in  the 
fishery.  The  main  underpinning  of  their 
proposition  was  that  these  boats  would 
go  to  the  grounds  to  buy  fish  and 
immediately  pack  them  in  ice  to  ensure 
a  better  quality  product  In  turn,  this 
high-quality  product  would  net  a  higher 
market  price.  On  September  1, 1978, 
NMFS  published  such  a  regulation  (43 
FR  39107)  to  be  used  on  a  trial  basis. 
The  regulation  provides  for  special 
licenses  to  purchase  tuna  at  sea,  and 
imposes  reporting  requirements. 

The  NMire  has  received  several 
written  comments  expressing  general 
dissatisfaction  with  the  operations  of 
buy  boats  during  the  1979  season.  Many 
informal  comments  were  received  that 
the  buy  boat  operations  were 
complicating  enforcement  of  the  catch 
restrictions.  As  a  result  some  fishermen 
may  have  been  able  to  take  more  than 
one  giant  fish  per  day;  and  some  giant 
tuna  may  have  been  landed  and 
distributed  in  domestic  conunerce 
without  having  been  accounted  for  at 
aU. 

NMFS  has  long  been  concerned  about 
the  enforceability  of  a  regulation 
allowing  fish  to  be  transferred  at  sea. 
Unless  an  enforcement  agent  is  actually 
present  at  the  time,  it  seems  unlikely 
that  evidence  to  support  alleged 
violations  could  be  assemble. 

It  is  also  recognize^  that  the  buy  boat 
operation  has  o^y  been  in  existence  for 
one  year.  The  vessels  used  in  these 
operations  were  not  constructed  solely 
for  this  purpose  and  can  be  used  to  fish 
for  hma  or  other  species  with  little  or  no 
modification. 

Considering  all  of  these  factors  this 
proposed  rule  would  prohibit  transfers 
of  tima  at  sea.  The  purpose  in  proposing 
the  change  is  to  give  an  opportunity  to 
build  a  record  concerning  buy-boat 
operations.  Although  NMFS  has  bec.^ 
concerned  about  the  effect  of  buy  boat 
operations  on  the  enforceability  of  the 
regulations,  the  administrative  record  is 
currently  incomplete.  It  may  take 
another  year’s  experience  to  develop  a 
more  comlete  record.  However,  if 
sufficient  evidence  can  be  gathered 
during  this  comment  period^  NMFS  is 
willing  to  prohibit  transfer  at  sea. 

Metal  Identification  Tags  and  Reporting 

Consistent  with  the  Government-wide 
mandate  to  reduce  reporting  by  citizens 
in  regulted  activities  and  to  eliminate 
unnecessary  paperwork,  the  NMFS  is 
proposing  a  significant  change  in  the 
present  reporting  system.  The  dealer 
would  report  each  giant  tima  landed;  the 
fisherman  would  counter-sign  the 
reporting  card.  Dealers,  or  their  agents, 
who  receive  or  buy  giant  tuna,  would  be 
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required  to  insert  the  metal  tag  in  these 
fish  instead  of  having  the  fishermen 
doing  it.  These  actions  would:  (1) 
eliminate  the  difficulties  which  some 
fishemen  have  in  tagging  giant  tuna  at 
sea;  (2)  require  little  additional  effort  on 
the  part  of  dealers;  and  (3)  reduce  the 
administrative  burdens  and  costs 
associated  with  mailing  metal 
identification  tags  and  logbooks  to  5,300 
permitted  vessel  owners. 

In  order  to  effect  a  system  which 
ensures  an  accurate  accounting  for  giant 
tuna  landed,  dealers  are  being  required 
to  report  each  week  whether  or  not  they 
receive  or  purchased  tuna.  While  this 
represents  a  small  increase  in  the 
reporting  burden  on  dealers,  the  NMFS 
believes  such  an  increase  is  minimal. 
The  reporting  is  necessary  to  meet  the 
United  States’  obligation  to  monitor  the 
catch  of  tuna  and  we  believe  can  be 
more  efficiently  carried  out  in  this 
manner. 

The  few  fishermen  landing  giant  tuna 
for  pesonal  consumption  would  be 
required  to  contact  the  nearest  NMFS 
law  enforcement  office  to  obtain  a  metal 
identification  tag. 

Purse  Seine  Fishery 

As  mentioned  in  the  preamble  to  the 
presently  effective  regulations,  the  purse 
seine  fishery  has  had  a  significant 
adverse  impact  on  the  overall  stock  of 
Atlantic  bluefin  tuna.  ’This  is  due.  in 
large  part,  to  the  removal  of  large 
numbers  of  immatme  fish  which  are 
unable  to  contribute  to  future 
generations  because  they  do  not  live 
long  enough  to  mature  and  spawn. 
Because  of  this,  the  NMFS  reduced  the 
purse  seine  quota  of  school  tuna  from 
1,000  short  tons  (st)  to  650  st. 
Unfortimately,  as  the  NMFS  noted,  the 
ability  of  one  vessel  to  take  this  entire 
quota  in  a  single  day  is  a  very  real 
possibility.  This,  coupled  with  the 
inadequacies  of  the  present  system  for 
closing  the  fishery  quickly  enough, 
resulted  in  the  quota  being  greaUy 
exceeded  this  past  season. 

Instead  of  completely  closing  the 
purse  seine  fishery  altogether  as  some 
suggest,  the  NMFS  is  proposing  to 
regulate  this  fishery  more  closely.  NMFS 
proposes  that  the  purse  seine  quotas  for 
school  and  giant  size  tima  be  reserved 
for  assessment  fishing  in  which  a 
scientific  observer  would  be  required  to 
be  on  board.  This  is  being  done  to 
establish  the  scientific  data  base  which 
fishery  managers  must  have  to  manage 
effectively  any  stock  of  fish.  Results 
fi'om  this  and  possible  futme  efforts  will 
ensure  benefits  not  only  to  the  Atlantic 
bluefin  tuna  stock  but  to  those  who  fish 
for  this  species. 


Purse  seine  vessels  represent  an  ideal 
platform  from  which  scientific  research 
can  be  conducted.  The  NMFS  proposes 
to  operate  a  tagging  program  during  the 
'  1980  and  subsequent  seasons.  All  purse 
seine  vessel  owners  may  apply  to 
participate  in  this  program  conducted 
under  the  direction  of  the  Southeast 
Fisheries  Center.  Vessle  owners  who 
apply  will  share  in  the  225  st  scientific 
quota.  Instead  of  opening  the  season  on 
January  1,  commencement  will  be 
delayed  until  mid-July.  This  delay  will 
allow  the  tagged  fish  to  disperse  and 
intermingle  with  the  various  schools. 
The  open  fishery  will  be  conducted  to 
ensure  that  the  quota  is  not  exceeded 
and  to  observe  the  rate  of  capture  of 
tagged  fish  as  well  as  the  length  and 
weight  composition  of  the  catch.  To  do 
this,  the  NMFS  has  developed  a  vessel 
allocation  scheme  and  proposes  to  place 
biological  technicians  on  board  the 
vessels  participating  in  the  fishery. 

The  intent  of  the  vessel  allocation 
scheme  is  to  ensure  that  those  persons 
who  have  depended  on  this  fishery  for 
all  or  part  of  their  livelihood  are  not 
adversely  affected,  and  that  new  entries 
in  the  fishery  are  not  precluded.  NMFS 
proposes  that  during  the  next  four  years 
the  quotas  be  divided  by  allocating  86 
percent  to  the  historical  participants  and 
14  percent  to  new  entries.  At  the  end  of 
that  time  this  allocation  system  will  be 
evaluated  to  determine  its  effectiveness. 

In  reviewing  the  history  of  the  purse 
seine  fishery,  the  NMFS  recognizes  that 
varying  numbers  of  vessels  from  the 
east  and  west  coasts  have  participated 
in  this  fishery  over  the  years.  However, 
since  1975  there  have  been  few  vessels, 
the  numbers  of  which  have  remained 
nearly  constant  The  NMFS  has  noted 
no  intention  by  those  vessel  owners  who 
previously  engaged  in  the  fishery  to 
reenter  it  The  NMFS  proposes  to  define 
historical  participants  to  include  those 
who  have  developed  a  dependence  on 
this  fishery,  i.e.,  those  who  have 
engaged  in  the  fishery  at  some  point  in 
time  since  June  1975.  While  vessel 
allocation  schemes  often  remove  the 
element  of  competition.  NMFS  proposes 
to  make  allocations  to  vessel  owners 
rather  than  to  indi\idual  vessels.  This 
will  enable  owners  to  replace  older 
vessels  with  newer  ones  which  are  more 
cost  efficient  Vessel  owners  having 
individual  allocations  will  not  have  to 
compete  with  other  historically  involved 
vessels  in  order  to  harvest  a  fair  share 
of  the  resource.  Each  vessel  owner  can 
chose  the  time  and  market  conditions 
which  will  be  most  opportunistic  to 
harvest  and  land  tima. 

Over  the  next  four  years,  in  order  to 
ensure  that  86  percent  of  each  quota  is 


divided  among  the  historical 
participants,  corporate  or  similar  non¬ 
individual  vessel  owners  will  not  be 
considered  historical  participants  any 
longer  when  the  major  shareholder  or 
corporate  structure  changes.  Further,  to 
provide  for  the  maximum  utilization  of 
the  quotas,  all  vessel  owners  will  be 
required  to  land  the  various  size  classes 
of  tuna  by  certain  dates  (i.e..  school  tuna 
by  August  30  and  giant  tuna  by 
September  30}  or  ffieir  allocation  for  that 
size  class  tima  will  be  forfeited  and 
redistributed  among  active  participants. 

NMFS  proposes  to  divide  the  86 
percent  of  each  quota  reserved  for 
historical  participants  among  those 
participants  by  allocating  86  percent  of 
that  amount  based  upon  past  catches 
and  allocating  14  percent  based  upon 
number  of  years  in  the  fishery.  The 
NMFS  believes  that  this  system  fairly 
strikes  a  balance  between  participation 
in  the  fishery  and  the  expertise  of 
individual  vessel  owners  or  operators  in 
catching  bluefin  tima. 

Vessel  owners  who  qualify  as 
historical  participants  and  wish  to 
receive  an  allocation  must  apply  by 
April  15  of  each  year  to  the  Regional 
Director,  Northeast  Region  NMFS.  (For 
1980,  since  the  regulations  will  not  be  in 
effect  until  after  April  15.  the  Regional 
Director  will  publish  a  date  for  receipt  of 
applications.)  As  part  of  the  application 
vessel  owners  must  supply  evidence  of 
the  amoimt  of  past  catches,  including 
any  tuna  caught  during  tagging 
operations,  the  sufficiency  of  which  will 
be  judged  by  the  Regional  Director. 

'Thus,  the  system  would  in  reality 
operate  as  follows: 

a.  Purse  seine  fishery  for  school-size  tuna, 
present  quota  =  650t 
86%  or  559t  to  historical  participants 
14%  or  91t/650t  to  new  entries 

The  559t  is  to  be  divided  86%  based 
upon  average  3-year  catch  (481t)  and 
14%  upon  years  in  the  fishery  (78t). 

Catch: 


Vessel 

Average 
catch 
over  last 
S  years 
(tons) 

Propor¬ 
tion  ot 
total 

Oedmal 

equiva¬ 

lent 

Allow¬ 

able 

catch 

(tons) 

Total 
allocated 
catch  by 
vessel 
(tons) 

t _ 

402 

402/1003 

«  0.401 

X  481 

>  193 

2. .»»»»»» 

199 

199/1003 

-  0.196 

X  481 

«  95 

187 

187/1003 

-  0.186 

X  481 

-  90 

4 - 

.215 

215/1003 

•  0.214 

X  481 

«  103 

Total.... 

1,003 

. . 

. . 

481 

Years  in  Fishery: 


Vessel 

Yeai^ 

fishery 

Propor¬ 
tion  ol 
total 

Decimal 

equiva¬ 

lent 

Allowable 

catch 

(Ions) 

Total 

allowable 

(tons) 

4 

3 

3/12 

-  0.25 

X  78 

s  19.5 

P . 

3 

3/12 

-  0.25 

X  78 

-  19.5 
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*  Vamki  eropof.  Dadmat  AHowfabla  Total 

Vassal  flshary  Hon  of  aquiva-  catch  aNowabia 

total  lant  (ton^  (tons) 


3 _ 

S 

3/12 

-  025 

X  78 

-  19.5 

4 _ 

3 

3/12 

-  025 

X  78 

>  19.5 

Total... 

12  . 

78 

Allocation  by  vessel: 


AHocalion  AHocation  Total 
Vassal  by  catch  by  Hmo  allocated 

(tons)  (tons)  catch  pons) 


1  . 193  +  19.5  -  212.5 

2  _  95  +  19.5  -  114.5 

3  . 90  +  19.5  =  109.5 

4  . . ’  103  +  19.5  -  122.5 


Total . .  481  78  559 


Allocations  of  school  or  giant  size 
bluehn  tuna  would  be  made  to  vessel 
owners  newly  entering  the  fishery  and 
making  application  to  the  Regional 
Director  by  April  15  (or  in  1980  by  such 
other  date  as  he  establishes)  for  that 
size  class  of  hma.  The  amount  of  these 
allocations  would  equal  14  percent  of 
the  quota  for  the  particular  size  class  of 
tuna  for  which  application  is  made.  New 
entrants  would  remain  in  the  new 
entrant  category  throughout  the  first 
four  years  until  the  reevaluation  at  the 
end  of  the  four  year  period. 
Consequently,  91  st  of  school  tima  and 
42  st  of  giant  tima  would  be  available 
for  distribution  among  new  entries. 
Allocations  would  be  made  by  dividing 
these  amounts  by  the  number  of 
applicants  for  a  particular  size  class  of 
tuna.  Any  amount  of  either  school  or 
giant  size  Uma  whicih  cannot  be 
distributed  among  new  entries  would  be 
divided  proportionally  among  historical 
participants  in  the  manner  put  forth 
above. 

All  purse  seine  vessels  to  which  an 
allocation  of  school-size  tuna  is  made 
would  be  required  to  carry  a  biological 
technician  on  any  trip  which  they  fished 
for  schobl-size  bluefin  tuna.  The 
technician  would  ba  placed  on  board  at 
the  NMFS  expense  and  would  in  no  way 
interfere  with  the  (^ration  of  the 
vessel.  The  technician  would  collect  the 
tags  fi-om  any  tagged  fish  captured  and 
record  the  size  and  other  information 
from  the  tuna.  The  technician  would 
keep  the  necessary  catch  records  each 
vessel  owner  is  now  required  to  keep, 
thereby  relieving  the  vessel  owner  or 
.operator  from  the  reporting  and  logbook 
requirements.  Vessel  owners  or 
operators  would  be  required  to  give  five 
days  advance  notice  of  their  intent  to 
fish  for  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  to  facilitate 
placement  of  the  technician.  The  vessel 
inspection  provisions  would  continue  to 
apply. 


Quotas  and  Catdi  Rates 

As  in  the  purse  seine  fishery,  the 
overall  quotas  for  fishing  other  than 
purse  seining,  Le.,  handgear,  will  remain 
the  same.  However,  the  NhffS  proposes 
to  reserve  part  of  the  handgear  quota  of 
giant  tuna  in  the  northern  area  for  a  new 
category,  harpoon  boats.  This  proposal 
is  made  in  response  to  a  number  of 
public  inquiries  concerning  the 
possibility  of  such  a  provision. 
Harpooning  has  long  been  used  as  a 
method  of  catching  giant  hma  in  the 
northern  sector  of  the  fishery,  Le.,  the 
Gulf  of  Maine.  Like  purse  seining, 
harpooning  merits  a  historical  niche  in 
the  giant  fishery.  While  harpooning  has 
accounted  for  nearly  24  percent  of  the 
annual  catch,  this  figure  includes  a 
broader  range  of  vessels  than  the  small 
number  which  have  historically 
employed  only  harpoons  to  catch  giant 
tuna.  Many  vessels  fishing  for  giant  hma 
carry  various  types  of  gear  on  board  to 
take  advantage  of  conations. 
Harpooning  can  be  done  only  with  calm 
seas  and  clear  water,  as  giant  tuna  can 
be  harpooned  only  on  or  near  the 
surface.  Due  to  the  proliferation  of  boats 
fishing  for  giant  hma  and  the  few  days 
on  which  weather  and  sea  conditions 
permit  harpooning,  traditional  harpoon 
fishermen,  such  as  those  in  Maine,  are 
seriously  disadvantaged  by  the  present 
daily  catch  limits.  On  the  days  that  they 
can  harpoon  giant  tuna,  there  is  often 
the  possibility  of  harpooning  more  than 
one.  Therefore,  the  NMFS  proposes  to 
reserve  150  st  (approximately  400  giants) 
for  a  new  category  of  harpoon  boats  and 
not  restrict  the  daily  catch  limit.  The 
NMFS  believes  that  this  level  of  catch 
serves  reasonably  those  individuals  who 
fish  only  with  harpoons. 

As  in  the  charter  boat  category, 
fishermen  would  have  to  apply  for  or 
withdraw  from  this  categmy  by  May  15 
of  each  year.  Once  the  harpoon  quota  is 
taken,  boats  registered  as  harpoon  boats 
could  no  longer  continue  to  fish  for  giant 
tuna.  Establishing  this  category, 
however,  does  not  prevent  fishermen 
whose  boats  are  not  registered  in  this 
category  from  fishing  for  giant  tuna  with 
harpoons. 

In  response  to  persistent  public 
comment  that  the  present  catch  rate  of 
one  giant  tuna  a  day  per  vessel 
discriminates  against  those  fishermen 
who  wish  to  engage  in  a  commercial 
operation  for  giant  tuna  using  gear  other 
than  purse  seine  nets,  the  NMFS  has 
reviewed  this  provision.  It  is  difficult  to 
differentiate  between  commercial  and 
recreational  fishermen  in  the  giant  tuna 
fishery,  as  most  of  the  giant  tuna  caught 
are  sold.  However,  the  NMSF  recognizes 
that  not  all  fishermen  fish  for  giant  tuna 


are  able  to  fish  the  same  number  of 
days,  as  there  exists  a  substantial 
variation  in  terms  of  dependence  on  this 
fishery  for  one’s  livelihood.  In  order  to 
address  this  problem,  the  NMFS 
proposes  to  establish  a  variable  catch 
rate  system.  Under  this  system,  the 
Regional  Director  will  review  the  catch 
at  two  times  during  the  fishing  season. 
On  August  7.  the  Regional  Director 
would  review  the  catch  of  giant  tuna.  If 
it  were  determined  that  the  catch 
accoimted  for  30  percent  or  more  of  the 
general  handgear  quota,  the  catch  rate 
would  remain  at  one  giant  a  day.  If  the 
catch  accounted  for  between  17  and  29 
percent,  the  Regional  Director  would 
publish  a  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
increasing  the  allowable  catch  to  two 
giant  tuna  a  day  per  vessel.  If  the  catch 
accounted  for  less  thant  17  percent  of 
the  quota,  the  Regional  Director  would 
publish  a  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
increasing  the  daily  allowable  catch  to 
three  giants.  On  September  7  the 
Regional  Director  would  again  review 
the  catch  of  giant  tima.  If  it  were 
determined  that  85  percent  or  more  of 
the  quota  was  cau^t,  a  notice  would  be 
published  in  the  F^eral  Register  setting 
the  allowable  catch  at  one  giant  tuna 
per  day  per  vessel.  If  it  were  determined 
that  the  catch  accounted  for  between  70 
and  80  percent  of  the  quota,  then  the 
catch  rate  would  be  two  giants  a  day,  if 
between  60  and  69  percent,  it  would  be 
three  a  day,  if  less  Aan  60  percent  then 
the  catch  rate  would  be  four  a  day.  The 
NMFS  believes  that  this  system  would 
serve  to  allow  those  with  less  access  to 
the  giant  fishery  the  maximum 
opportimity  to  engage  in  the  fishery, 
while  permitting  many  of  those  who 
wish  to  pursue  the  fishery  as  a 
commerical  venture  to  do  so  in  a 
manner  which  should  result  in  a  greater 
economic  return  then  is  now  the  case. 

The  only  other  substantial  changes 
which  NMFS  proposes  to  be  made  to  the 
regulations  are:  (1)  prohibiting  fishing 
within  100  yards  of  the  corkline  of  any 
purse  seine  net  used  by  any  vessel 
conducting  scientific  research 
authorized  by  NMFS:  (2)  returning  the 
commencement  date  of  the  purse  seine 
fishery  for  giant  tuna  fi'om  August  15  to 
September  1;  and  (3)  redefining  the  size 
classes  of  bluefin  tuna.  The  reason  for 
prohibiting  fishing  near  purse  seine 
vessels  engaged  in  research  operations 
results  from  activities  of  certain  vessels 
in  the  fishery  dining  1979.  On  at  least 
two  occassions,  these  vessels  hovered 
near  tagging  operations,  attempting  to 
catch  tagged  giant  tima  which  were 
released  from  the  purse  net  Since  the 
tagged  tuna  when  released  are 
sometimes  tired  and  disoriented,  they 
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may  swim  near  the  surface  for  a  short 
time  where  they  are  easily  caught. 
Consequently,  the  value  of  the  tagged 
tuna  as  a  scientific  tool  which  can 
benefit  the  entire  fishery  could  easily  be 
lost  if  the  tuna  are  immediately  captured 
upon  their  release. 

Due  to  the  fact  that  purse  seine 
vessels  caught  the  entire  quota  of  giant 
tima  during  1979  in  just  a  few  weeks,  the 
reason  for  moving  the  commencement  of 
the  season  to  an  earlier  date  no  longer 
exists.  The  NMFS  recognizes  that  the 
earlier  commencement  date  of  this 
fisheiy  increases  the  likelihood  of 
conflicts  between  different  components 
of  the  fishery.  Consequently,  NMFS 
believes  there  is  sufficient  cause  to 
change  the  commencement  date  of  this 
fishery  to  September  1,  yet  leave  amply 
time  for  purse  seine  vessels  to  catch  the 
quota. 

Redefining  the  various  size  categories 
of  bluefin  tima  is  necessary  in  light  of 
the  most  recent  biological  data.  One  of 
the  ICCAT  reconunendations 
implemented  under  the  Atlantic  Tunas 
Convention  Act  of  1975  (Pub.  L  94-70) 
was  the  prohibition  of  taking  and 
landing  bluefin  tima  weighing  less  than 
6.4  kg  (14  pounds)  except  for  an 
incidental  catch  allowance.  This  was  to 
protect  young-of-the-year  (age  0)  and 
one-year  old  (age  1)  bluefin.  The  bluefin 
tuna  occurring  in  the  western  Atlantic 
Ocean  has  an  earlier  spawning  time  and 
has  a  faster  growth  rate  than  ffiose 
occurring  in  the  eastern  Atlantic.  As  a 
result  they  are  larger  in  size  at  the  end 
of  each  year  than  are  those  of  the 
eastern  Atlantic.  The  ICCAT 
conservation  measure  protects  the  tuna 
of  the  eastern  Atlantic,  but  does  not 
fully  protect  those  of  the  western 
Atlantic.  The  minimum  size  restriction 
for  one-year  old  bluefin  tuna  of  the 
western  Atlantic  should  be  set  at  28 
inches  (72  cm)  in  length  and  19  poimds 
(8.7  kg)  in  weight.  Likewise,  the  upper 
limit  of  school-size  bluefin  (those  as  old 
as  5  years)  should  be  57  inches  (145  cm)  _ 
in  length  and  135  poimds  (61  kg)  in 
weight;  for  giant  (those  10  years  old  or 
more)  it  should  be  77  inches  (196  cm)  in 
length  and  310  poimds  (142  kg)  in 
weight.  Also,  since  length  is  a  much 
more  accurate  indicator  of  age  than  is 
weight,  length  should  be  used  in  defining 
size  categories  of  bluefin  tuna  to  be 
consistent  with  original  management 
objectives  of  conservation. 

Finally,  NMFS  has  learned  recently 
that  commercial  longline  activity  for 
bluefin  tuna  may  be  developing  in  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico  significantly  beyond  its 
historical  scope.  If  the  magnitude  of  this 
fishery  is  substantial  enough  to 
approach  the  quota  for  giant  bluefin 


tuna  in  the  southern  area,  thereby 
jeopardizing  the  historical  giant  tuna 
fishery  along  the  mid-Atlantic  and 
southern  New  England  coasts,  some 
reapportionment  of  existing  quotas 
might  be  necessary.  However,  the 
magnitude  of  the  fishery  is  not  yet 
known.  Therefore,  NMFS  is  requesting 
comments  on  this  fishery  and  its 
implications  for  the  quotas.  In  addition, 
NMFS  will  be  continuing  to  study  the 
situation,  to  determine  whether  Ganges 
will  be  necessary. 

The  Assistant  Administrator  has 
determined  that  these  proposed  changes 
constitute  a  major  federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  Therefore,  in 
accordance  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  has 
been  prepared.  In  addition,  these 
proposed  regulations  have  been  deemed 
significant  according  to  the  criteria  set 
forth  in  Executive  Order  (E.O.)  12044. 
Pursuant  to  this  Executive  Order  a 
Regulatory  Analysis  has  been  prepared. 
Copies  of  both  these  documents  may  be 
obtained  by  writing  the  CONTACT 
person  noted  above. 

Authority:  Atlantic  Tunas  Convention  Act 
of  1975, 16  U.S.C.  971-971{h). 

Signed  in  Washington,  D.C.  this  12th  day  of 
March,  1980. 

Robert  K.  CroweH, 

Deputy  Executive  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

Accordingly  50  CFR  Part  285  is 
proposed  to  be  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  285.1  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  as  follows: 

a.  The  definition  of  “Atlantic  bluefin 
tuna”  is  proposed  to  be  amended  to 
read: 

§285.1  Definitions. 
***** 

“Atlantic  bluefin  tuna”  means 
Thunnus  thynnus  thynnus.  The 
following  class  size  designations  are 
made  for  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna: 

(a)  Young  school  tuna — ^less  than  28 
inches  (72  cm); 

(b)  School  tuna — equal  to  28  inches 
(72  cm),  but  less  than  57  inches  (145  cm); 

(c)  Medium  tuna — equal  to  57  inches 
(145  cm),  but  less  than  77  inches  (196 
cm);  and 

(d)  Giant  tuna — equal  to  or  greater 
than  77  inches  (196  cm). 
***** 

b.  The  definition  of  “Biiy  boat”  is 
proposed  to  be  eliminated. 

2.  Subpart  B  is  proposed  to  be  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 


Subpart  B— Atlantic  Bluafin  Tuna  (Thunnus 
thynnua  thynnus) 

Sec. 

285.20  Effective  period  of  regulations. 

285.21  Vessel  permits. 

285.22  Dealer  license. 

285.23  Recordkeeping  and  rqrarting. 

285.24  Metal  tags. 

285.25  Prohibitions. 

285.26  Presumptions. 

285.27  Penalties. 

285.28  Purse  seine  vessel  gear  restrictions 
and  inspection. 

285.29  Per^tted  fishing. 

285.30  Quotas. 

285.31  Incidental  catch. 

285.32  Catch  limits. 

285.33  Tag  and  release  program. 

Authority:  Atlantic  Tunas  Convention  Act 

of  1975, 16  U.S.C.  971-971(h). 

Subpart  B— Atlantic  Bluefin  Tuna 
(Thunnus  thynnua  thynnus) 

§  285.20  Effective  period  of  reguiationa. 

These  regulations  shall  remain  in 
effect  until  superseded,  amended,  or 
otherwise  suspended. 

§  285.21  Vesaei  permita. 

(a)  General.  Any  vessel  which  fishes 
for,  catches  or  takes  Atlantic  bluefin 
tuna,  except  vessels  operated  by  anglers 
fishing  for  young  school  or  school 
Atlantic  bluefin  tuna,  must  have  an 
appropriate  permit  issued  under  this 
section.  Any  vessel  to  which  a  permit 
has  been  issued  under  this  section  shall 
travel  to  and  from  the  area  where  it  will 
be  fishing  under  its  own  power  and  the 
operator  thereof  shall  bring  under  his 
control  with  no  assistance  from  other 
vessels  any  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna,  except 
in  circumstances  where  the  safety  of  the 
vessel  or  crew  is  jeopardized  or  due  to 
other  circumstances  beyond  the  control 
of  the  operator. 

(1)  Charter  boats,  (i)  Any  vessel 
owner  who  presently  holds  a  valid 
bluefin  tuna  permit  or  who  applies  for  a 
bluefin  tuna  permit  under  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section  may  register  his  vessel 
under  the  charter  boat  category 
established  under  §  285.30  to  fish  for  the 
subquota  reserved  for  that  category: 
Provided,  That  no  vessel  may  be 
registered  under  this  category  unless  the 
owner  thereof  provides  proof  to  the 
Regional  Director  that  the  operator  of 
the  vessel  holds  a  valid  United  States 
Coast  Guard  motorboat  operator’s 
license  or  ocean  operator’s  license. 

(ii)  Any  vessel  owner  who  holds  a 
valid  bluefin  tuna  permit  and  intends  to 
register  his  vessel  under  the  charter  boat 
category  shall  send  a  letter  of  intent  to 
register  as  a  charter  boat  vessel  together 
with  the  requisite  proof  that  the  operator 
holds  one  of  the  licenses  specified  in 
paragraph  (a)(l)(i)  of  this  section  to  the 
Regional  Director  on  or  before  May  15. 
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Any  vessel  owner  applying  for  a  bluefin 
tuna  permit  under  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  shall  indicate  his  intent  to 
register  the  vessel  under  the  charter 
boat  category  on  the  permit  application. 
Both  the  permit  application  and  the 
requisite  proof  that  the  operator  holds 
one  of  the  licenses  specified  in 
paragraph  (a)(l)(i)  of  this  section  shall 
be  submitted  to  the  Regional  Director  on 
or  before  May  15.  In  any  year,  a  vessel 
owner  may  withdraw  horn  registration 
in  the  charter  boat  category  only  on  or 
before  May  15  of  that  year. 

(iii)  Vessels  registered  in  the  charter 
boat  category  shall  fish  only  under  the 
sub-quota  reserved  for  this  category. 

(2)  Harpoon  boats,  (i)  Any  vessel 
owner  who  presently  holds  a  valid 
bluefin  bma  permit  or  who  applies  for  a 
bluefin  bma  permit  under  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section  may  register  his  vessel 
under  the  harpoon  boat  category 
established  under  §  285.30  to  fish  for  the 
sub-quota  reserved  for  that  category. 

(ii)  Any  vessel  owner  who  holds  a 
valid  bluefin  permit  and  intends  to 
register  his  vessel  under  the  harpoon 
boat  category  shall  send  a  letter  of 
intent  to  register  as  a  harpoon  boat 
vessel  to  the  Regional  Director  on  or 
before  May  15.  Any  vessel  owner 
applying  for  a  bluefin  tima  permit  under 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  shall 
indicate  his  or  her  intent  to  register  the 
vessel  in  the  harpoon  boat  category  on 
the  permit  application.  The  permit 
application  shall  be  submitted  lo  the 
Regional  Director  on  or  before  May  15. 

In  any  year,  a  vessel  owner  may 
withdraw  from  registration  in  the 
harpoon  boat  category  only  on  or  before 
May  15  of  that  year. 

(iii)  Vessels  registered  in  the  harpoon 
boat  category  shall  fish  only  under  the 
quota  reserved  this  category. 

(b)  Purse  seine  vessels.  Any  vessel 
owner  whose  vessel  uses  purse  seine 
gear  to  fish  for  Atlantic  bluefin  hma  in  a 
directed  fishery  shall  apply  to  the 
Regional  Director  on  or  before  April  15 
of  each  year  for  an  allocation.  The 
application  shall  be  in  writing  and 
specify  the  particular  size-class  of  tima 
for  which  the  vessel  will  fish.  Vessel 
allocations  will  be  made  in  accordance 
with  §  285.32  from  the  quotas  specified 
in  §  285.30  which  are  reserved  for 
assessment  fishing. 

(1)  The  owner  of  any  purse  seine 
vessel  to  which  a  vessel  allocation  of 
Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  is  made  shall  allow 
a  biological  technician  duly  authorized 
by  the  Assistant  Administrator  to 
accompany  the  vessel  on  any  or  all 
fishing  trips  during  which  Atlantic 
bluefin  tima  is  fished,  for  the  purpose  of 
conducting  research  and  observing 
operations. 


(2)  Research  and  observation  duties 
shall  be  carried  out  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  minimize  interference  with 
commercial  fishing  operations.  No 
owner,  master,  operator,  or  crew 
member  of  a  purse  seine  vessel  shall 
impair  or  in  any  way  interfere  with  the 
research  or  observations  being  carried 
out. 

(3)  The  Secretary  shall  provide  for  the 
payment  of  all  reasonable  costs  directly 
related  to  the  quartering  and 
maintaining  of  such  observers  on  board 
such  vessels. 

(4)  In  order  to  facilitate  observer 
placement,  the  owners  or  operator  of 
any  purse  seine  vessel  to  which  an 
allocation  of  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  has 
been  made  shall  notify  the  Northeast 
Regional  Office  of  the  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service  at  least  five  days  in 
advance  of  any  fishing  trip  during  which 
school-size  Atlantic  bluei^  hma  will  be 
pursued. 

(c)  Application  for  vessels  other  than 
purse  seine.  An  application  for  a  permit 
under  this  section  shall  be  submitted 
and  signed  by  the  vessel  owner  on  an 
appropriate  form  which  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Regional  Director. 

The  application  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  Regional  Director  at  least  30  days 
prior  to  the  date  on  which  the  applicant 
desires  to  have  the  permit  made 
effective.  The  application  shall  state  the 
name  and  address  of  the  vessel  owner, 
the  name  of  the  vessel,  the  port  where 
the  vessel  is  docked,  the  registration  or 
documentation  number,  the  length  of  the 
vessel,  the  tonnage  (if  known),  and  the 
area  to  be  fished. 

(d)  Issuance.  (1)  Upon  receipt  of  a 
completed  application,  the  Regional 
Director  shall  issue  a  permit  within  30 
days. 

(2)  Upon  receipt  of  an  incomplete  or 
improperly  executed  application,  the 
Regional  Director  shall  notify  the 
applicant  of  the  deficiency  in  the 
application.  If  the  applicant  fails  to 
correct  the  deficiency  within  ten  days 
following  the  date  of  notification,  the 
application  shall  be  considered 
abandoned. 

(e)  Expiration.  Permits  issued  under 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  expire 
when  the  owner  or  name  of  the  vessel 
changes  or  the  vessel  is  retired  from  the 
Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  fishery. 

(f)  Duration.  A  permit  issued  under 
this  section  continues  in  full  force  and 
effect  until  it  expires  or  is  revoked. 

(g)  Alteration.  Any  permit  issued 
under  this  section  which  is  substantially 
altered,  erased,  or  mutilated  is  invalid. 

(h)  Replacement  Replacement 
permits  may  be  issued  by  the  Regional 
Director.  An  application  for  a 


replacement  permit  shall  not  be 
considered  a  new  application. 

(i)  Transfer.  Permits  issued  under  this 
section  are  not  transferable  or 
assignable.  A  permit  is  valid  only  for  the 
vessel  for  which  it  is  issued. 

(j)  Display.  Any  permit  issued  under 
this  section  must  be  carried  on  board 
the  vessel  at  all  times.  The  permit  shall 
be  displayed  for  inspection  upon  request 
of  any  Authorized  Officer  or  any 
employee  of  the  NMFS  designated  by 
the  Regional  Director  for  such  purpose. 

(k)  Revocation.  Permits  issued  under 
this  section  may  be  modified, 
suspended,  or  revoked  by  the  Assistant 
Administrator  for  violations  of  the  Act, 
or  any  regulation  promulgated 
thereunder.  Any  revocation,  suspension, 
or  modification  "hall  be  in  accordance 
with  the  procedures  set  forth  in  50  CFR 
Part  621. 

(l)  Fees.  No  fee  is  required  for  any 
permit  issued  under  this  section. 

(m)  Change  in  application 
information.  Any  change  in  the 
information  contained  in  an  application 
submitted  for  a  permit  under  this  section 
shall  be  reported  in  writing  to  the 
Regional  Director  within  15  days  of  the 
change. 

8  285.22  Dealer  license. 

(a)  General.  Any  person  pmchasing  or 
receiving  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  for  a 
commercial  purpose  from  any  person  or 
vessel  fishing  for  such  hma  shall  have  a 
valid  license  under  this  section. 

(b)  Application.  An  application  for  a 
dealer  license  shall  be  made  in  writing, 
signed  by  the  applicant  and  submitted  to 
the  Regional  Director  at  least  30  days 
prior  to  the  date  upon  which  the 
applicant  desires  to  have  the  license 
made  effective.  Applications  shall 
provide  all  of  the  following  information; 

(1)  The  name,  mailing  address,  and 
telephone  number  of  the  applicant;  and 

(2)  Hie  expected  disposition  of 
Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  purchased  (e.g.. 
foreign  or  domestic  markets). 

(c)  Issuance.  (1)  Upon  receipt  of  a 
completed  application,  the  Regional 
Director  shall  issue  a  license  within  30 
days. 

(2)  Upon  receipt  of  an  incomplete  or 
improperly  executed  application,  the 
Regional  Director  shall  notify  the 
applicant  of  the  deficiency  in  the 
application.  If  the  applicant  fails  to 
correct  the  deficiency  within  15  days 
following  the  date  of  notification,  the 
application  shall  be  considered 
abandoned. 

(d)  Expiration.  Any  license  issued 
under  this  section  expires  on  December 
31  of  the  year  for  which  it  was  issued. 

(e)  Duration.  Any  license  under  this 
section  continues  in  full  force  and  effect 
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until  it  is  suspended,  revoked,  or 
expires. 

(f)  Alteration.  Any  license  which  is 
substantially  altered  erased,  or 
mutilated  is  invalid. 

(g)  Replacement  Replacement 
licenses  may  be  issued  by  the  Regional 
Director.  An  application  for  a 
replacement  license  shall  not  be 
considered  a  new  application. 

(h)  Transfer.  Licenses  issued  under 
this  section  are  not  transferable  or 
assignable.  A  license  shall  be  valid  only 
for  fte  person  to  whom  it  is  issued. 

(i)  Inspection.  A  license  issued  under 
this  section  must  be  kept  at  the  principal 
place  of  business  of  the  dealer.  The 
license  shall  be  displayed  for  inspection 
upon  request  of  any  Authorized  Officer, 
or  any  employee  of  the  NMFS 
designated  by  the  Regional  Director  for 
that  purpose. 

(j)  Revocation.  Licenses  issued  under 
this  section  may  be  revoked  or 
suspended  by  the  Assistant 
administrator  for  violations  of  the  Act, 
or  any  regtilations  promulgated 
thereunder.  Any  revocation,  suspension 
or  modification  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  the  procedures  set  forth  in  50  CFR 
Part  621. 

(k)  Fees.  No  fee  is  required  for  any 
license  issued  under  this  section. 

(l)  Change  in  application  information. 
Any  change  in  the  information  specified 
in  ^s  section  shall  be  reported  to  the 
Regional  Director  within  15  days  of  the 
change. 

1 285.23  Recordkeeping  and  reporting. 

(a)  Dealer  reports.  Any  person  issued 
a  dealer  license  under  S  285.22  shall: 

(1)  Maintain  an  accurate  and  complete 
daily  report  on  forms  supplied  by  the 
NM^  and  file  it  within  two  days  after 
the  end  of  each  reporting  week  with  the 
Regional  Director.  Each  report  shall 
specify  the  number  of  hma  purchased  or 
received;  the  disposition  of  the  tuna 
(names,  addresses  and,  where 
applicable,  country  of  destination);  the 
source  of  the  tima  (names,  addresses 
and,  where  applicable,  country  of 
origin);  metal  tag  numbers  (where 
applicable);  round  or  dressed  weight  (by 
individual  fish  for  giant  tuna);  any  any 
other  information  requested  by  the 
Regional  Director. 

(2)  Report  within  24  hours  the 
purchase  of  each  giant  Atlantic  bluefin 
tuna  by  completing  and  returning  one  of 
the  cards  provided  for  this  purpose  by 
the  NMFS.  Each  card  shall  show  the 
Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  vessel  permit 
number,  metal  tag  number  affixed  to  the 
fish  by  the  dealer  or  assigned  by  an 
Agent  of  the  NMFS,  the  date  landed,  the 
port  where  landed,  the  round  or  dressed 
weight,  the  fork  length,  gear  used,  and 


area  where  caught  This  report  will  be 
signed  by  the  vessel  permit  holder  or 
vessel  operator. 

(3)  Submit  a  report  as  required  in 
paragraph  (a)(1),  whether  or  not  any 
Atlantic  blue^  tima  were  received  or 
purchased  on  any  day  during  any 
reporting  week. 

(4)  Permit  an  Authorized  Officer,  or 
any  employee  of  the  NMFS  designated 
by  the  Regional  Director  to  inspect  any 
records  of  transfers,  purchases,  or 
receipts  of  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna. 

(5)  Retain  in  his  or  her  possession  a 
copy  of  each  weekly  report  for  a  period 
of  two  years  fit)m  the  date  on  which  it 
was  submitted  to  the  Regional  Director. 

(b)  Reporting  week.  For  the  purpose  of 
this  section  the  reporting  week  begins  at 
12  midnight,  on  Sunday  and  ends  at  12 
midnight  the  following  Sunday. 

$285.24  Metal  tags. 

(a)  Issuance  of  tags.  Any  person 
receiving  a  dealer’s  license  under  the 
provisions  of  $  285.22,  shall  be  issued 
numbered  metal  tags  by  the  NMFS.  Tag 
numbers  shall  be  recorded  by  the  NMFS 
under  the  dealer’s  license  number  to 
whom  they  are  issued. 

(b)  Transfer  of  tags.  Tags  issued  under 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  are  not 
transferable. 

(c)  Affixing  tags.  (1)  Any  dealer  who 
receives  or  purchases  a  giant  Atlantic 
bluefin  tuna  shall  affix  to  that  tuna 
between  the  fifth  dorsal  finlet  and  the 
keel,  a  tag  issued  under  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section  at  the  time  the  tuna  is 
delivered  into  his  or  her  possession. 

(2)  Any  person  who  catches  a  giant 
Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  and  does  not 
transfer  it  to  a  licensed  dealer  shall 
contact  the  nearest  NMFS  enforcement 
office  within  24  hours  of  landing  such 
fima  to  make  the  tuna  available  for 
inspection  before  the  issuance  or 
attachment  of  the  metal  tag. 

(d)  Removal  of  tags.  A  metal  tag 
affixed  to  any  giant  Atlantic  blue^ 
tuna  shall  remain  on  the  hma  until  the 
tuna  is  either  cut  into  portions  for 
personal  consumption  or  for  commercial 
purposes  or  sold  for  export  from  the 
United  States.  If  the  tag  is  removed  fi'om 
the  tima  for  commercial  or  export 
purposes,  the  tag  shall  be  attached  to 
the  outside  of  the  container  and  the  tag 
number  must  be  written  legibly  and 
indelibly  on  the  outside  of  any  package 
or  container  which  holds  the  tuna  or 
parts  thereof  and  which  is  being 
exported  or  transported  domestically  for 
commercial  use.  If  a  giant  tuna  is  packed 
for  export,  the  tag  shall  also  be  attached 
to  the  container  until  it  is  shipped  fi'om 
the  United  States. 


$285.25  Prohibitlona. 

It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  or 
vessel  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States  to: 

(a)  Fish  for,  take  or  catch  Atlantic 
bluefin  tuna  without  a  valid  permit 
issued  under  $  285.21(a)  and  carried 
onboard  the  vessel; 

(b)  Fish  for.  take  or  catch  Atlantic 
bluefin  tuna  after  fishing  has  been 
closed  or  before  fishing  has  commenced  * 
under  $  285.29,  except  under  the 
provisions  of  $  285.31,  $  285.32(c)(2)  or 

$  285.33; 

(c)  Fish  for,  take,  or  catch  Atlantic 
bluefin  tuna  in  excess  of  the  quotas  or 
sub-quotas  specified  in  $  285.30  except 
under  the  provisons  of  §  285.31  or 

$  285.33; 

(d)  Fish  for.  take  or  catch  Atlantic 
bluefin  tuna  in  excess  of  the  catch  limits 
specified  in  $  285.32; 

(e)  Fish  for,  take  or  catch  Atlantic 
bluefin  hma  in  excess  of  any  vessel 
allocation  made  pursuant  to  $  285.32; 

(f)  Fish  for,  take  or  catch  Atlantic 
bluefin  tuna  within  100  yards  of  the  cork 
line  of  a  purse  seine  net  used  by  any 
vessel  conducting  scientific  research 
operations  authorized  by  the  NMFS; 

(g)  Fish  for,  take  or  catch  in  a  directed 
fishery  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  with  purse 
seine  nets  without  an  allocation  made 
pursuant  to  $  285.32; 

(h)  Fish  for,  take  or  catch  Atlantic 
bluefin  tuna  in  a  directed  fishery  with 
nets  other  than  those  specified  in 
$285.28; 

(i)  Land  any  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  in 
forms  other  than  round,  or  eviscerated 
with  the  head  removed; 

(j)  Retain  any  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna 
caught  under  a  tag  and  release  permit 
issued  under  $  285.33; 

(k)  Transfer  any  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna 
to  another  vessel; 

(l)  Engage  in  fishing  with  a  vessel 
holding  a  permit  under  $  285.21(a)  unless 
the  vessel  travels  to  and  from  the  area 
where  it  will  be  fishing  under  its  own 
power  and  the  person  operating  that 
vessel  brings  under  control  any  Atlantic 
bluefin  tuna  (secured  to  the  catching 
vessel  or  boated)  with  no  assistance 
from  other  vessels,  except  in 
circumstances  where  the  safety  of  the 
vessel  or  crew  is  jeopardized  or  due  to 
other  circumstances  beyond  the  control 
of  the  operator; 

(m)  Fail  to  release  immediately  with  a 
minimum  of  injury  any  Atlantic  bluefin 
tuna  which  will  not  be  retained; 

(n)  Fail  to  affix  to  any  giant  tuna 
between  the  fifth  dorsal  finlet  and  the 
keel  an  individually  numbered  metal  tag 
when  the  tuna  has  been  received  or 
purchased  by  that  person  for  a 
commercial  purpose  fitim  any  person  or 
vessel  who  caught  such  tuna; 
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(o)  Remove  any  metal  tag  affixed  to  a 
hma  pursuant  to  §  285.24  before  removal 
is  permitted  under  that  section,  or  fail  to 
write  the  tag  number  on  the  package  as 
prescribed  by  that  section; 

(p)  Begin  fishing  or  off-loading  from 
any  purse  seine  vessel  to  which  a  ' 
certificate  has  been  issued  under 

§  285.21(a)  any  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna 
without  firat  requesting  an  inspection  of 
the  vessel  by  an  agent  of  the  NMFS  in 
accordance  with  |  285.28; 

(q)  Ship,  transport,  purchase,  sell, 
offer  for  sale,  import,  export,  or  have  in 
custody,  possession  or  control  any 
Atlantic  bluefin  tima  which  the  person 
knew  or  should  have  known  was  taken 
in  violation  of  this  subpart; 

(r)  Purchase  or  receive  Atlantic 
bluefin  tima  at  sea  from  a  person  or 
vessel  engaged  in  fishing  for  such  tuna; 

(s)  Fail  to  report  the  taking  of  any 
Atlantic  bluefin  tima  to  which  a  plastic 
tag  has  been  affixed  under  a  bona  fide 
tag  and  release  program  conducted  by 
the  NMFS  or  authorized  by  the  NMFS; 

(t)  Fail  to  report  to  the  Regional 
Director  in  writing  any  change  in  the 
information  contained  in  an  application 
for  any  permit  for  a  vessel  within  15 
days  of  any  such  change; 

(u)  Falsify  or  fail  to  make,  keep, 
maintain,  or  submit  any  reports,  or  other 
record  required  by  this  subpart; 

(v)  Refuse  to  permit  an  Authorized 
Officer,  or  any  employee  of  the  NMFS 
designated  by  the  Regional  Director  for 
such  purposes  to  make  inspections  for 
the  purpose  of  checking  any  records 
relating  to  the  taking,  catching, 
harvesting,  landing,  purchase  or  sale  of 
any  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  required  by 
this  subpart; 

(w)  Make  any  false  statement,  oral  or 
written,  to  an  Authorized  Officer  or  an 
employee  of  the  NMFS  designated  by 
the  Regional  Director  to  make 
inspections  concerning  the  taking, 
catching,  harvesting,  landing,  purchase, 
sale,  or  transfer  of  any  Atlantic  bluefin 
tuna; 

(x)  Refuse  to  permit  an  Authorized 
Officer  or  any  person  designated  by  the 
Regional  Director  for  such  purposes  to 
board  a  fishing  vessel  subject  to  such 
person's  control  for  purposes  of 
conducting  any  search  or  inspection  in 
connection  with  the  enforcement  of  the 
Act,  this  subpart,  or  any  other  regulation 
promulgated  under  the  Act; 

(y)  Violate  any  other  provision  of  this 
subpart,  the  Act.  or  any  other  regulation 
promulgated  pursuant  thereto. 

§  285.26  Prasumptiona. 

(a)  For  any  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna 
which  is  landed  eviscerated  with  the 
head  removed,  there  shall  be  a 
rebuttable  presumption  for  purposes  of 


this  subpart  that  the  tuna  when  caught 
fell  into  a  size  class  in  accordance  with 
the  following  table.  For  this  piupose,  all 
measurements  must  be  taken  in  a 
straight  line  from  the  middle  of  the 
lateral  surface  (even  if  the  fish  has  been 
beheaded)  to  the  folk  of  the  tail. 


Tabisl 

Original  siza  data  (torfc  langltt) 

Appfoxifnirt0  vMiQMs 

Young  school  tuna:  last  than  28 
inchaa  (72cm). 

School  tuna:  aqiMl  to  28  inchaa  (72 
cm)  but  leaa  than  57  inchaa  (145 
cm). 

Madhjm  tuna:  aqual  to  57  inchaa 
(145  cm)  but  lata  than  77  inchaa 
(196  cm). 

Giant  tuna:  77  inchaa  (196  cm)  or 
mora. 

Lata  than  19  poundt. 

From  19  pounda  but 
laaaihan  135  pounda. 

From  135  pounda  but 
leaa  than  310  pounda. 

Larger  than  310 
pounds. 

§  285.27  Penalties 

(a)  Any  person  who  violates 
paragraphs  (a)  through  (r)  of  this 
section,  inclusive,  of  $2^.25  shall  be 
assessed  a  civil  penalty  of  not  more 
than  $25,000,  and  for  a  subsequent 
violation  shall  be  assessed  a  civil 
penalty  of  not  more  than  $50,000. 

(b)  Any  person  who  violates 
paragraphs  (s)  through  (x)  of  this 
section,  inclusive,  of  S  285.25  shall  be 
assessed  a  civil  penalty  of  not  more 
than  $1,000,  and  for  a  subsequent 
violation  shall  be  assessed  a  civil 
penalty  of  not  more  than  $5,000. 

(c)  Any  person  who  violates 
paragraph  (y)  of  $  285.25  shall  be 
assessed  a  civil  penalty  in  accordance 
with  the  criteria  set  foi^  in  16  U.S.C 
971e. 

§  285.28  Purse  seine  vessel  gear 
restrictions  and  inspection. 

(a)  Mesh  Size.  Any  owner  or  operator 
of  a  vessel  with  a  certificate  issued 
under  to  §  285.21(a)  conducting  a 
directed  fishery  for  Atlantic  bluefin  hma 
with  nets,  other  than  a  trap  net  shall 
use  a  net  with  a  mesh  size  equal  to  or 
smaller  than  4.5  inches  in  the  main  body 
(stretched  when  wet)  and  which  has  at 
least  24  count  thread  throughout  the  net 

(b)  Exemption.  The  Regional  Director 
may  exempt  any  person  from  the  mesh 
restrictions  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  if  he  determines  that  the  net 
sought  to  be  excluded  will  not  result  in 
significant  injury  or  mortality  to  Atlantic 
bluefin  hma  which  are  encircled  by  the 
net  but  manage  to  escape. 

(c)  Inspection.  Any  owner  or  operator 
of  a  purse  seine  vessel  with  a  certificate 
issued  under  to  §  285.21(a)  shall  request 
an  inspection  of  the  vessel  and  fishing 
gear  by  an  agent  of  the  NMFS  prior  to 
commencing  any  fishing  trip  and  prior  to 
offloading  any  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna. 
Requests  for  such  inspection  shall  be 


made  by  calling  (617)  281-3600 
extension  252;  or  (617)  992-7711. 
Requests  shall  be  made  at  least  24  hours 
prior  to  commencement  of  a  fishing  trip 
or  offloading. 

S  285.29  Permittad  fishing. 

(a)  School  and  giant  Atlantic  Bluefin 
Tuna.  (1)  Commencement  Fishing  for, 
catching  or  taking  giant  Atlantic  bluefin 
by  vessels  using  purse  seine  gear  to 
which  an  allocation  has  been  made 
pursuant  to  S  285.32,  in  the  regulatory 
area  may  commence  on  September  1  of 
each  calendar  year.  Fishing  for,  catching 
or  taking  giant  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  by 
vessels  using  gear  other  than  purse 
seines,  and  fishing  for,  catching  or 
taking  school  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  by 
vessels  using  purse  seines  or  gear  other 
than  purse  seines  in  the  regulatory  area 
may  commence  on  January  1  of  each 
calendar  year.  Provided,  That, 
consistent  with  the  Convention,  the  Act, 
and  this  part,  the  Assistant 
Administrator  may  change  the 
commencement  of  fishing  under  this 
section  for  any  size  class  of  Atlantic 
bluefin  tuna  for  any  area  and  vessel 
gear  type  if  he  or  she  determines  that 
such  a  measure  will  enable  scientific 
research  on  the  status  of  the  stock  and 
will  not  prevent  the  quotas  for  the 
affected  fishery  from  being  caught  based 
upon  historical  catch  data  or  other 
relevant  information.  The  Assistant 
Administrator  shall  publish  a  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  any  change  in  the 
commencement  of  fishing  under  this 
section  at  least  60  days  prior  to  the 
commencement  of  the  affected  fishery. 

(2)  Closure,  (i)  Purse  seine  vessels. 

Any  vessel  using  purse  seine  nets  in  a 
directed  fishery  for  school  or  giant 
Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  may  fish  for  such 
tuna  during  the  time  permitted  for  such 
fishing,  as  specified  in  paragraph  (a)(1) 
of  this  section,  only  imtil  the  allocation 
for  that  vessel  made  pursuant  to  §  285.32 
is  reached.  Upon  reaching  its  quota  for  a 
particular  size  class  of  tuna,  a  vessel 
will  be  deemed  to  have  been  given 
notice  that  the  fishery  for  such  Atlantic 
bluefin  tuna  is  closed  to  that  vessel. 

(ii)  Vessels  using  gear  other  than 
purse  seine  nets.  *rhe  Assistant 
Administrator  shall  monitor  catch  and 
landing  statistics  of  Atlcintic  bluefin 
tuna  by  vessels  using  gear  other  than 
purse  seine  nets.  On  the  basis  of  these  | 
statistics,  he  shall  project  a  date  when 
the  total  catch  of  giant  Atlantic  bluefin 
tuna  will  exhaust  any  quota  or  sub¬ 
quota  under  §  285.30,  and  shall  publish  a 
notice  in  the  Federal  Reigster  stating 
that  fishing  for  giant  tima  by  the  type  of 
vessels  subject  to  the  quota  or  sub-quota 
in  the  area  affected  must  cease  on  that 
date  at  a  specified  hour. 
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(iii)  Charter  boats.  Vessels  registered 
in  the  charter  boat  category  in  the 
northern  area  may  recommence  fishing 
on  the  first  day  of  any  month  for  which 
a  sub-quota  is  allocated  under 

I  285.30(b)(2). 

(iv)  Angling.  Anglers  may  continue  to 
catch  school  tima  as  specified  in  section 
285.32(c)(2),  and  to  fish  for  giant  tuna 
under  a  tag  and  release  program  in 
accordance  with  §  285.33. 

(b)  Young  School  and  Medium 
Atlantic  Bluefin  Tuna.  Fishing  for, 
catching  or  taking  young  school  or 
medium  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  by  vessels 
using  purse  seines  or  gear  other  than 
purse  seines  in  the  regulatory  area  shall 
be  limited  at  all  times  during  the  year  to 
incidental  catch  in  accordance  with 
§  285.31,  except  that  anglers  may  fish 
for,  catch  or  take  young  school  and 
medium  tuna  at  any  time  in  accordance 
with  the  limitations  specified  in 
§  285.32(c)(2). 

§  285.30  Quotas. 

(a)  Purse  Seining:  (1)  School  tuna.  The 
total  amount  of  school  Atlantic  bluefin 
tuna  which  may  be  caught  in  the 
regulatory  area  by  vessels  using  purse 
seine  gear  is  650  short  tons. 

(2)  Giant  tuna.  The  total  amount  of 
giant  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  which  may 
be  caught  in  the  regulatory  area  by 
vessels  using  purse  seine  gear  is  300 
short  tons. 

(3)  Assessment  fishing.  The  total  ' 
amount  of  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  which 
may  be  caught  in  the  regulatory  area  by 
vessels  using  purse  seine  gear  in  a 
directed  fishery  for  such  tuna  under 
(a)(1)  of  this  subpart  is  reserved  for 
assessment  fishing. 

(b)  Fishing  by  other  than  purse 
seining.  (1)  Total  Quota.  The  total 
amount  of  giant  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna 
which  may  be  caught  in  the  regulatory 
area  by  vessels  using  gear  other  than 
purse  seines  before  fishing  is  closed 
under  §  285.29(a)(2)  is  1,218  short  tons 
(approximately  3,370  fish). 

(2)  Northern  Area.  No  more  than  1,128 
short  tons  (approximately  3,100  fish)  of 
the  total  quota  in  this  paragraph  may  be 
caught  in  the  Northern  Area  (the  area* 
north  and  east  of  a  line  drawn  from  a 
point  on  the  sourthem  coast  of 
Massachusetts  extending  due  south 
through  Gay  Head  Light,  Massachusetts, 
into  the  Atlantic  Ocean).  This  quota 
shall  be  divided  into  sub-quotas  as 
follows: 

(i)  General — 876  short  tons  (±2,400 
fish). 

(ii)  Charter  boats — 102  short  tons 
(±280  fish). 

(iii)  Harpoon  boats— 150  short  tons 
(±400  fish). 


(A)  The  sub-quota  for  charter  boats  is 
further  subdivided  into  monthly  quotas 
as  follows: 

[1]  June — 10  short  tons,  ±30  fish. 

[2]  July — ^27  short  tons,  ±75  fish. 

[3]  August — 38  short  tons,  ±100  fish. 

[4]  September*— 27  short  tons,  ±75 
fish. 

If  the  sub-quota  for  any  month  is  not 
reached,  the  remainder  may  be  carried 
over  to  the  following  month.  Vessels 
issued  a  bluefin  tuna  permit  under 
§  285.21(a)  shall  be  placed  in  the  general 
category,  except  that  a  vessel  owner 
either  holding  a  valid  bluefin  tima 
permit  or  newly  applying  for  a  bluefin 
tima  permit  under  §  285.21(a)  may 
register  his  vessel  under  the  charter  boat 
category  in  accordance  with 
§  285.21(a)(1)  or  harpoon  boat  category 
in  accordance  with  §  285.21(a)(2). 

(3)  Southern  Area.  No  more  than  90 
short  tons  (approximately  270  fish)  of 
the  total  quota  for  vessels  fishing  by 
other  than  purse  seining  is  this 
paragraph  maybe  caught  in  the  southern 
area  (the  area  west  and  south  of  the  line 
drawn  through  Gay  Head  Light 
including  the  waters  of  Narragansett 
Bay)  (See  Figure  2). 

(c)  Research:  In  addition  to  the  quotas 
set  forth  in  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this 
section,  a  scientific  quota  not  to  exceed 
225  short  tons  of  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  is 
established  for  the  purposes  of  tagging 
and  obtaining  age,  sex,  and  other 
scientific  research  data.  Any  research 
activity  shall  be  authorized  by  the 
Director,  Southeast  Fisheries  Center,  or 
his  representatives,  but  in  consultation 
with  the  Regional  Director. 

(d)  Incidental  Catches-.  Atlantic 
bluefin  tuna  taken  incidentally  shall  be 
included  in  the  quotas  and  sub-quotas  of 
this  section. 

§  285.31  incidental  catch. 

(a)  Purse  seine  vessels.  (1)  Giant  tuna. 
Purse  seine  vessels  fishing  for  giant  tuna 
in  the  regulatory  area  may  take 
incidentally,  during  any  fishing  trip, 
Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  measuring  less 
than  77  inches  fork  length:  Provided, 

That  the  amount  of  such  tuna  taken 
shall  not  exceed  3  percent,  by  weight,  of 
the  total  amount  of  giant  Atlantic 
bluefin  tuna  onboard  the  vessel  at  the 
end  of  the  fishing  trip. 

(2)  School  tuna.  Purse  seine  vessels 
fishing  for  school  tuna  in  the  regulatory 
area  may  take  incidentally,  during  any 
fishing  trip,  Atlantic  bluefin  tima  outside 
that  weight  class:  Provided,  That  the 
amount  of  such  tuna  taken  shall  not 
exceed  3  percent,  by  weight,  of  the  total 
amount  of  school  tuna  on  board  the 
vessel  at  the  end  of  the  fishing  trip. 

(3)  Attribution.  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna 
cau^t  incidentally  by  purse  seine 


vessels  fishing  for  an  allocation  of  a 
particular  size  class  tuna  shall  be 
applied  to  that  vessel’s  allocation  for 
such  size  class  tuna. 

(b)  Herring,  mackerel  and  menhaden 
purse  seine  vessels  and  vessels  using 
fixed  gear  other  than  traps  (pounds, 
weirs,  gill-nets  and  longlines).  Any 
person  operating  a  vessel  fishing 
principally  for  species  of  fish  other  than 
Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  and  possessing  an 
Atlantic  bluefin  certificate  under 

§  285.21(a)  may  take,  during  any  fishing 
trip,  Atlantic  bluefin  tima  of  any  size 
class:  Provided,  That  the  amount  of 
Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  taken  does  not 
exceed  2  percent,  by  weight,  of  all  other 
fish  onboard  the  vessel  at  the  end  of  the 
fishing  trip. 

(c)  Traps.  Any  person  operating  a 
vessel  with  a  certificate  issued  under 

§  285.21(a),  which  takes  Atlantic  bluefin 
tuna  incidentally  while  fishing  with 
traps,  may  retain  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna: 
Provided,  That  such  tuna  do  not  exceed 
2  percent,  by  weight,  of  the  total  amount 
of  all  other  fish  species  taken  within  the 
preceding  30^day  period. 

§285.32  Catch  limiU. 

(a)  Purse  seine  vessels.  All  owners  of 
purse  seine  vessels  applying  under  the 
provisions  of  §  285.21(b)(1)  shall  receive 
an  allocation  of  the  permitted  size  class 
tuna  for  which  an  application  is 
submitted.  Allocations  will  be  made  in 
the  following  manner: 

(1)  Allocations.  The  Regional  Director 
shall  review  all  applications  for 
allocatidns  of  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  by 
April  15  of  each  year  to  determine  the 
amount  of  a  permitted  size  class 
Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  to  be  allocated  to 
individual  vessels.  The  Regional 
Director  shall  divide  the  purse  seine 
quotas  for  school  and  giant  size  Atlantic 
bluefin  tuna  between  historical 
participants  (those  owners  actively 
engaged  in  the  fishery  at  some  time 
during  the  period  June,  1977  to 
December,  1979)  and  new  entrants;  86 
percent  of  the  quota  will  be  divided 
among  historical  participants  and  14 
percent  by  new  entrants. 

(i)  Historical  participants  applying  for 
a  permitted  size  class  tuna  shall  receive 
an  allocation  from  the  86  percent  of  the 
quota  based  upon  the  number  of  years 
the  owner  has  had  a  vessel  in  the 
fishery  and  the  catch  by  that  vessel. 
Relevant  information  relating  to  the 
catch  of  a  vessel  owned  by  a  historical 
participant  and  the  years  it  has  been  in 
the  fishery  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
Regional  Director  before  any  allocation 
may  be  made  to  that  individual’s  vessel. 
’The  Regional  Director  shall  review  the 
sufficiency  of  such  information.  No 
Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  caught  in  excess  of 
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any  quota  may  be  used  in  determining  a 
vessel’s  allocation.  Each  allocation  to  a 
historical  participant  shall  be 
proportional  to  other  historical 
participants  applying  for  the  same  size 
class  Atlantic  bluefm  tuna.  It  shall  be 
calculated  by  splitting  that  part  of  the 
total  quota  reserved  for  historical 
participants  into  14  percent  to  be 
divided  among  historical  participants 
based  upon  their  years  in  the  fishery 
since  1977;  and  86  percent  to  be  divided 
among  historical  participants  based 
upon  their  annual  catch  since  1977. 

(ii)  New  entrants  applying  for  a 
permitted  size  class  tuna  shall  receive 
an  allocation  from  the  14  percent  of  the 
quota  based  upon  the  number  of  new 
entrants  applying.  All  new  entrants  shall 
receive  equal  allocations.  In  the  event 
that  no  new  entrants  apply  or  the 
Regional  Director  cannot  allocate  the 
total  14  percent  of  the  quota  to  new 
entrants,  it  shall  be  divided  among  the 
historical  participants  applying  for  that 
size  class  tima  according  to  the  formula 
set  forth  in  paragraph  (a](l](i)  of  this 
section. 

(iii)  Vessels  to  which  an  allocation  of 
any  permitted  size  class  of  tuna  is  made 
by  the  Regional  Director  shall  forfeit 
such  allocation  if,  in  the  case  of  school 
size  tuna,  the  vessel  fails  to  land  any 
such  tuna  by  August  30;  and,  in  the  case 
of  giant  size  tuna,  the  vessel  fails  to  land 
such  tuna  by  September  30.  Any  vessel 
allocation  which  is  forfeited  shall  be 
divided  between  historical  and  new 
participants  according  to  formula  set 
forth  in  this  section. 

(iv)  Historical  participants  shall  lose 
their  status  as  such  if  they  fail  to  meet 
the  performance  criteria  set  forth  in 
paragraph  (a)(l](iii)  of  this  section,  or  if 
the  vessel  owner  no  longer  wishes  to 
participate  in  the  fishery  for  a  particular 
size  class  tuna.  In  the  case  of  a 
nonindividual  vessel  owner,  the  owner 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  no  longer 
participating  in  the  Atlantic  blueHn  tuna 
fishery  as  a  historical  participant  if  the 
major  stock  holder  or  partnership  or 
association  structure  changes. 

(b)  Northern  Area.  In  the  northern 
area,  as  deHned  in  §  285.30(b),  vessels 
Hshing  for,  catching  or  taking  giant 
Atlantic  bluefm  tuna  with  gear  other 
than  purse  seines  shall  catch  no  more 
than  one  giant  bluefrn  tuna  per  day  per 
vessel.  On  or  about  August  7,  the 
Regional  Director  shall  review  dealer 
and  owner  or  operator  vessel  reports  to 
determine  the  total  catch  of  giant  bluefin 
tuna.  If  the  Regional  Director  determines 
that  30  percent  or  more  of  the  quota  of 
giant  bluefin  tuna  is  caught,  the 
allowable  catch  shall  be  continued  at 
one  giant  bluefin  tuna  per  day  per 
vessel.  If  the  Regional  Director 


determines  that  between  17  and  29 
percent  of  the  quota  has  been  caught, 
the  allowable  catch  shall  be  increased 
to  two  giant  bluefin  tund’per  day  per 
vessel;  if  less  than  17  percent  has  been 
caught,  the  allowable  catch  shall  be 
increased  to  three  giant  tuna  per  day  per 
vessel.  On  or  about  September  7,  the 
Regional  Director  shall  review  dealer 
and  vessel  owner  or  operator  reports  to 
determine  the  total  catch  of  giant  bluefin 
tuna.  If  the  Regional  Director  determines 
that  85  percent  or  more  of  the  quota  of 
giant  bluefin  is  caught,  an  allowable 
catch  of  one  giant  bluefrn  tuna  per  day 
per  vessel  shall  be  established.  If  the 
Regional  Director  determine  that 
between  70  and  85  percent  of  the  quota 
has  been  caught,  the  allowable  catch 
shall  be  increased  to  two  giant  bluefrn 
tuna  per  day  per  vessel;  if  the  catch  is 
between  60  and  69  percent,  the 
allowable  catch  shall  be  increased  to 
three  giant  tima  per  day  per  vessel.  If 
the  Regional  Director  determines  that 
less  than  60  percent  of  the  quota  has 
been  caught,  the  allowable  catch  shall 
be  increased  to  four  giant  tuna  per  day 
per  vessel.  'The  Regional  Director  shall 
publish  a  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  any  determinations  and  increases  in 
allowable  catch  made  pursuant  to  this 
paragraph. 

(c)  Southern  Area.  In  the  southern 
area,  as  defrned  in  §  285.30(b),  vessels 
fishing  for,  catching  or  taking  giant 
Atlantic  bluefrn  tuna  with  gear  other 
than  purse  seines  may  take  frve  giant 
tuna  per  week  per  vessel  from  the 
commencement  of  fishing  under  §  285.29 
until  the  subquota  in  §  285.30(b)  for  the 
southern  area  is  reached. 

(d)  Angling.  (1)  Giant  tuna.  Vessels 
angling  for  giant  Atlantic  bluefin  tuna  in 
the  regulatory  area  shall  be  subject  to 
the  catch  limits  contained  in  paragraphs 
(a)  and  (b)  of  this  section. 

(2)  Young  school,  school  and  medium 
tuna.  Vessels  angling  for  young  school, 
school  or  medium  Atlantic  bluefrn  tuna 
in  the  regulatory  area  may  take  no  more 
than  four  young  school,  school  or 
medium  Atlantic  bluefrn  tuna  each  day 
at  any  time  during  the  year:  Provided, 
That  only  one  of  die  four  may  be  a 
medium  Atlantic  bluefrn  tuna. 

§  285.33  Tag  and  release  program, 

(a)  Tag  and  Release  Permits.  Any 
angler  who  wishes  to  fish  for  giant 
Atlantic  bluefrn  tuna  after  the  sub-quota 
under  which  his  vessel  has  been  issued 
a  certificate  has  been  reached  and 
frshing  closed  under  §  285.29,  may  frsh 
for  giant  tuna  cnly  with  a  valid  tag  and 
release  permit,  and  tags  issued  by  the 
NMFS  under  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section.  A  tag  and  release  permit  may 
be  obtained  by  sending  an  application 


after  frshing  has  been  closed  under 
§  285.29  to  the  Center  Director, 

Southeast  Fisheries  Center,  NMFS,  75 
Virginia  Beach  Drive,  Miami,  Florida 
33149.  Such  application  shall  include  the 
name  of  the  vessel,  official  Coast  Guard 
or  State  numberfs),  name(8)  of  the 
oVvner  and  master,  vessel  Atlantic 
bluefrn  tuna  certifrcate  number,  and  the 
general  area(s)  in  which  the  tag  and 
release  activity  will  be  carried  out.  Upon 
receipt  of  a  completed  application,  the 
Center  Director  shall  issue  a  tag  and 
release  permit 

(b)  Plastic  tags.  Anglers  receiving  a 
tag  and  release  permit  under  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section  shall  also  be  issued 
plastic  tags  and  detailed  instructions  for 
their  use.  All  giant  Atlantic  bluefrn  tuna 
caught  under  a  tag  and  release  permit 
shall  be  tagged  before  they  are  released. 
Such  tuna  shall  be  released  immediately 
with  a  minimum  of  injury. 

[FR  Doc  80-«0e9  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  documents  other  than  rules  or 
proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the 
public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency 
decisions  arKf  rulings,  delegations  of 
authority,  filing  of  petitions  and 
applications  and  agency  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  examples 
of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forest  Service 

Forest  Land  and  Resource 
Management  Plan;  National  Forests  in 
Mississippi;  Intent  To  Prepare  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

The  Department  of  Agriculture,  Forest 
Service,  will  prepare  an  environmental 
impact  statement  on  the  Land  and 
Resource  Management  Plan  for  the 
National  Forests  in  Mississippi.  This 
Forest  Plan  will  be  developed  in 
accordance  with  Section  6  of  the 
National  Forest  Management  Act  of  1976 
and  regulations  issued  pmsuant  to  the 
Act. 

The  National  Forests  in  Mississippi 
are  made  up  of  six  National  Forests 
located  as  follows:  Bienville  National 
Forest  in  Jasper,  Newton,  Scott  and 
Smith  Counties;  DeSoto  National  Forest 
in  Forrest,  George,  Greene,  Harrison, 
Jackson,  Jones,  Pearl  River,  Perry,  Stone 
and  Wayne  Gounties;  Delta  National 
Forest  in  Sharkey  County;  Holly  Springs 
National  Forest  in  Benton,  Lafayette, 
Marshall,  Tippah,  Union,  Yalobusha 
Counties;  Homochitto  National  Forest  in 
Adams,  Amite,  Wilkinson  Counties; 
Tombigbee  National  Forest  in  Pontotoc, 
Chickasaw,  Choctaw,  Oktibbeha  and 
Winston  Counties,  Mississippi.  The 
Forest  Supervisor  has  administrative 
authority  over  approxmiately  1,139,654 
acres  of  National  Forest  System  lands. 

The  Forest  Plan  will  provide 
management  direction  for  these 
National  Forest  System  lands  and  will 
replace  the  existing  Forest  Plan  and 
Timber  Management  Plans. 

Preliminary  public  issues  have  been 
identified  through  analysis  of  the 
comments  received  on  previous 
planning  efforts  initiated  by  the  Forest. 


These  issues  include  wilderness 
designation,  developed  recreation, 
conflicts  between  various  resources, 
protection  of  cultural  resources  and 
others. 

Alternatives  will  consider  different 
ways  of  managing  the  Forest’s  resources 
within  the  scope  of  the  Regional  Plan. 
Alternatives  will  address  public  issues, 
management  concerns  and  the  Forest’s 
resource  use  and  development 
opportunities. 

The  Forest  is  beginning  to  gather  and 
organize  data  and  information  for  the 
planning  effort  as  well  as  develop 
procedures  for  analyzing,  evaluating  and 
updating  planning  information. 
Preliminary  issues  will  be  prepared  and 
mailed  to  interested  individuals, 
organizations  and  local.  State  and 
Federal  agencies.  Media  releases  will  be 
prepared  requesting  public  participation 
in  finalizing  issues.  Other  media 
releases  will  be  prepared  throughout  the 
planning  process. 

Lawrence  M.  Whitfield,  Regional 
Forester,  Southern  Region,  is  the 
responsible  ofBcial  for  the 
environmental  impact  statement. 

The  draft  environmental  impact 
statement  is  tentatively  scheduled  for 
filing  in  August  1982.  A  90-day  period  for 
public  review  and  comments  will  follow. 
The  Bnal  environmental  impact 
statement  is  tentatively  scheduled  for 
filing  with  the  Enviroiunental  Protection 
Agency  in  July  1983  with 
implementation  of  the  Forest  Plan  to 
begin  October  1, 1983. 

Questions  about  the  proposed  action 
and  the  environmental  impact  statement 
should  be  directed  to  Bruce  A.  Macko, 
Forest  Planning  Staff  Officer,  National 
Forests  in  Mississippi  (Phone:  601-969- 
4391). 

Written  comments  and  suggestions 
concerning  the  Forest  Plan  should  be 
sent  to  B.  F.  Finison,  Forest  Supervisor, 
National  Forests  in  Mississippi,  100 
West  Capitol  Street,  Suite  1141,  Jackson, 
Mississippi  39201,  by  May  1, 1980. 

Dated:  March  6, 1980. 

Lawrence  M.  Whitfield, 

Regional  Forester, 

[FR  Doc.  80-7898  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 
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Land  Management  Plan  Sumter 
National  Forest;  Abbeville,  Chester, 
Edgefield,  Fairfield,  Greenwood, 
Laurens,  McCormick,  Newberry, 
Oconee,  and  Union  Counties,  S.C.; 
Intent  To  Prepare  an  Environmental 
Impact  Statement 

Pursuant  to  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  (Pub. 
L.  91-190]  and  the  National  Forest 
Management  Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L  94- 
588),  Ae  Forest  Service,  Department  of  v 
Agricultme,  will  prepare  an 
environmental  impact  statement  and 
land  management  plan  for  the  Sumter 
National  Forest  in  South  Carolina. 

The  land  management  plan  will 
provide  for  multiple  use  and  sustained 
yield  of  goods  and  services  from  the 
Sumter  National  Forest,  will  guide  all 
natural  resource  management  activities, 
and  will  establish  management 
standards  and  guidelines  for  the  Forest. 

The  Forest  Plan  will  be  selected  from 
a  range  of  alternatives  which  will 
include  at  least: 

(a)  A  "no-change”  alternative  which 
represents  continuation  of  present  levels 
of  activity. 

(b)  One  or  more  alternatives  which 
represent  levels  of  activity  that  will 
result  in  elimination  of  all  backlogs  of 
needed  treatment  for  restoration  of 
renewable  resomces  and  insure  that  a 
major  portion  of  planned  intensive 
multiple-use  and  sustained  yield 
management  procedures  are  operating 
on  £in  enviromentally  sound  basis,  and 

(c)  One  or  more  alternatives 
formulated  to  resolve  the  identified 
major  public  issues  and  management 
concerns. 

As  an  early  step  in  the  planning 
process.  Federal,  State  and  local 
agencies,  organizations,  and  individuals 
who  may  be  interested  in,  or  be  affected 
b^  the  decision  will  be  invited  to 
participate  in: 

(a)  IdentiHcation  of  the  issues  to  be 
addressed,  and 

(b)  Elimination  from  detailed  study 
those  issues  which  are  not  significant,  or 
which  have  been  covered  by  prior 
environmental  review. 

Item  (a)  above  will  be  accomplished 
by  utilizing  letters  and  directly 
contacting  Key  Groups  arid  individuals. 

To  accomplish  item  (b),  small  work 
groups  composed  of  representatives 
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from  different  intmest  groups  will  be 
organized  in  Whitmire.  McCormick,  and 
Walhalla,  South  Carolina,  in  April  of 
1960.  Also,  the  general  public  will  be 
given  the  oi^x>rtunity  by  letter  to  assist 
in  the  analysis  prior  to  a  final  decision 
on  which  issues  and  concerns  will  be 
addressed  in  the  plan. 

The  draft  environmental  impact 
statement  is  scheduled  for  completion 
by  June  1982,  with  a  3-month  review 
period,  and  the  final  environmental 
impact  statement  is  scheduled  for  filing 
in  January.  1983. 

Lawrence  M.  Whitfield,  Regional 
Forester,  Southern  Region  of  the  Forest 
Service,  is  the  responsible  official  for 
approval  of  the  environmental  impact 
statement  and  plan. 

Written  comments  and  suggestions 
concerning  this  Notice  of  Intent  or  the 
proposal  should  be  sent  to  Donald  W. 
Eng,  Forest  Supervisor,  by  May  15, 1980. 

For  further  information  about  the 
planning  process  or  the  environmental 
impact  statement,  contact:  David  V. 
Rosdahl,  Forest  Planner,  Francis  Marion 
&  Sumter  National  Forests.  1835 
Assembly  Street,  Columbia,  South 
Carolina.  29202,  (803-765-5222). 

Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

Lawrence  M.  Whitfield, 

Regional  Forester. 

[FR  Doc  80-7880  Filed  9-13-80;  8:46  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  3410-11-M 


[P.L  95-150] 

Montana  Wilderness  Study  Act;  a 
Revised  Notice  of  Intent  To  Prepare 
Environmental  Impact  Statements 

This  Notice  of  Intent  revises  an  earlier 
notice  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  August  13, 1979. 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)(c)  of  the 
National  Environemntal  PoUcy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture.  %vill  prepare  environmental 
impact  statements  for  Beaverhead, 
Bitterroot,  Deerlodge,  Gallatin, 

Kootenai,  and  Lewis  and  Clark  National 
Forests  located  in  Beaverhead,  Fergus, 
Gallatin.  Golden  Valley,  Granite,  Judith 
Basin,  Lincoln,  Madison,  Park,  and 
RavaUi  Counties,  and  Montana  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  suitability  for 
preservation  as  wilderness,  certain 
National  Forest  lands  located  on  the 
above-named  National  Forests. 

Twelve  public  workshops  were 
conducted  in  western  and  central 
Montana  towns  between  September  17 
and  September  27, 1979.  to  identify 
public  issues  and  concerns  to  be 
addressed  in  the  environmental  impact 
statements. 


A  draft  environmental  impact 
statement  is  scheduled  to  be  issued  in 
mid-July  1980  for  three  of  the  nine  study 
areas.  The  three  areas  are  Taylor- 
Hilgard,  West  Pioneer,  and  Mount 
Henry  located  on  the  Gallatin. 
Beaynhead,  and  Kootenai  National 
Forests.  Public  hearings  on  the 
proposals  will  follow  in  late  August 
1980.  A  final  enviromnental  impact 
statement  is  scheduled  for  completion 
early  in  1981. 

The  remaining  six  areas:  Big  Snowies. 
Middle  Foric  Judith,  Hayalite,  Ten  Lakes, 
Sapphire,  and  Bluejoint  on  the  Lewis  & 
Clark,  Gallatin,  Kootenai,  Deerlodge. 
and  Bitterroot  National  Forests  are  to  be 
studied  as  part  of  the  individual  forest 
land  and  resource  management  planning 
processes  on  those  National  Forests. 
Draft  and  final  environmental  impact 
statements  for  the  six  areas  will  be 
issued  between  April  1981  and 
November  1982. 

R.  Max  Peterson,  Chief,  USDA,  Forest 
Service,  is  the  responsible  official  for 
the  environmental  impact  statements. 
Comments  and  questions  on  the  Notice 
of  Intent  or  the  environmental  impact 
statements  should  be  directed  to  Ray  D. 
Hunter,  Montana  Wilderness  Study  Act 
Coordinator,  USDA,  Forest  Service.  P.O. 
Box  7669,  Missoula,  Montana  59807. 

Dated:  March  6, 1680. 

Thomas  C  Nelson, 

Acting  Chief. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7934  Filed  3-13-80;  8:46  am] 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

Applications  for  Certificatas  of  Public 
Convenienca  and  Nacasaity  and 
Foraign  Air  Carriar  Parmits  Fllad  Undar 
Subpart  Q  of  tha  Board’s  Procadural 
Ragulationa 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  during  the 
week  ended  Mar^  7, 1980  CAB  has 
received  the  applications  listed  below, 
which  request  the  issuance,  amendment, 
or  renewal  of  certificates  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  or  foreign  air 
carrier  permits  under  Subpart  Q  of  14 
CFR  Part  302. 

Answers  to  foreign  permit 
applications  are  due  28  days  after  the 
application  is  filed.  Answers  to 
certificate  applications  requesting 
restriction  removal  are  due  within  14 
days  of  the  filing  of  the  application. 
Answers  to  conforming  applications  in  a 
restriction  removal  proceeding  are  due 
28  days  after  the  filing  of  the  original 
application.  Answers  to  certificate 
applications  (other  than  restriction 
removals)  are  due  28  days  after  the 
filing  of  the  application.  Answers  to 
conforming  applications  or  those  filed  in 
conjimction  with  a  motion  to  modify 
scope  are  due  within  42  days  after  die 
original  application  was  filed.  If  you  are 
in  doubt  as  to  the  type  of  application 
which  has  been  filed,  contact  the 
applicant,  the  Bureau  of  Pricing  and 
Domestic  Aviation  (in  interstate  and 
overeas  cases  (or  the  Bureau  of 
International  Aviation  (in  foreign  air 
transportaion  cases). 


Subpart  Q  AppHcatkxia 


Oat*  filed  Docket  No. 


Description 


Mar.  3, 1980 _  37779 


Mar.  3, 1980 _  37780 


Mtf.  3, 1980 _  37784 


Mw.  4, 1980. 


37799 


Deutsche  Lufthansa  AktiengesellschafL  c/c  Suzette  Matthews,  Galtand,  Kharasch,  CaHans  E 
Short,  1054  3l8t  Street  N.W..  Washingtoa  D.C  20007. 

Application  of  Deutsche  Lufthansa  Aktiengesellschaft  requests  issuance  of  an  Order  renews 
ing  the  foreign  air  carriar  permit  issued  to  R  in  Board  Order  75-3-88,  as  amended  by 
Orders  75-3-89  and  76-6-15,  on  a  permarrsnt  basis  ths  Anchorags  or  Fairbanks, 
Alaska  stoP'Oirar  authority  and  rekof  from  restrictions  in  smsrgency  situations. 

Answers  may  be  Med  by  March  31, 1980. 

Japan  Air  Lines  Company,  Ltd.,  c/o  Suzette  Matthews,  GaNand,  Kharasch,  CaHdna  E  Short 
1054  31st  Strest  NW.,  Washington,  D.C  20007. 

Application  of  Japan  Air  Unas  Company.  Ltd.,  petitions  tw  Board  for  issuance  of  an  order 
renewing  the  foreign  air  caniar  pennH  issued  to  R  in  Board  Order  75-3-88,  as  amended 
by  Order  75-3-69  and  78-6-15  (authorizing  condWIonai  stopovsrs  at  Anchorage,  Alaska 
on  scheduled  flights  over  polar  routes  between  poinis  in  Europe  and  points  in  Japait 
and  relM  from  ths  stop-over  restrictions  in  certain  emergency  situations.) 

Answers  may  be  fled  by  March  31, 1980. 

Compagnia  National  Air  Ftanoo,  c/o  V.  MichasI  Straua.  Suite  401, 1001  Connecticut  Avenue, 
NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

Application  of  Compagnie  National  Air  Francs  requests  Rw  following  authority,  granted  by 
Order  75-3-88,  be  renewed  and  revised  as  inrtcated: 

Between  a  tsrmlnal  point  in  France,  the  intermedtote  point  Hamburg,  Germany,  and 
tha  intermedtote  point  Anchorage,  Atoatw,  and  between  ttm  intermedtote  point  Anchor¬ 
age,  Alaska,  and  the  terminal  point  Tokyo,  Jepart 
Subiect  to  oondNione  stated  In  appRcsdioa 

tt  is  tha  intent  of  Air  France  to  rely  on  Section  9(b)  of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (THM 
5  United  States  Code  568(c))  and  R  intends  to  conSnue  ssrvloe  over  the  route  specHied 
ponding  final  determination  of  this  renewal  application. 

Answers  may  be  fled  by  March  31. 1980. 

Scandfriavton  Akllnas  System  @A^  c/o  Robert  Reed  Gray,  Hale,  RusssR,  Gray.  Seaman  E 
Bkfcett,  1025  Connecticut  Avsnue,  NW.,  Waahingtan,  D.C.  20036. 

Application  of  Scandtoavian  Aktinao  System  (SAS)  pursuant  to  Section  402  of  the  AcL  Pari 
211  of  ttto  Board’s  Economic  Rsgutotions,  and  Part  302  of  the  Board's  Procedural  Regu¬ 
lations,  requests  renewal  of  Rs  foraign  Hr  cantor  permR  issusd  undar  Order  E-2e740. 
Approved  Apr!  30. 1968,  and  continued  by  Order  75-3-68,  approved  March  19, 1975— 
granting  condHional  stopover  authority  at  Anchoraga,  Ato^  to  passengers  on  sched¬ 
uled  fights  operatsd  over  Rs  polar  routs  betwsen  Europe  and  JapM 

Answers  may  bo  Med  by  April  1. 1980. 
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Subpart  Q  AppNcationa— ContbHiad 


DateHed 

DocfcalNo.  Description 

Mw.  6.  1960 _ 

-  37607 

Ozwk  Air  Lines,  Inc.  Lambert-St  Louis  International  Airport,  St  Louis,  Missouri  63145. 

Application  of  Ozark  Air  Lines,  Inc.  pursuant  to  Section  401  of  the  Act  and  Subpart  Q  of  8ie 
Board's  Regulations  requests  amendment  of  te  oerSficato  of  public  convenienca  and  ne- 
cesaMy  tar  Route  107  so  as  to  authorize  M  to  engage  in  nonstop  scheduled  ab  tranporta- 
tion  of  person,  property  and  mail  between  6ie  terminal  point  Indianapolis,  IncSana,  and 
the  alternate  terminal  points  MinneapoHs/SL  Paul,  Minnesota,  and  Phoenix,  Arizona. 

Answers  may  be  filed  by  March  21, 1980. 

Mar.  6, 1900 _ 

.  37814 

USAb,  Inc.,  Washington  National  Abport,  Washington,  O.C.  20001. 

AppOcation  of  USAb,  Inc.  pursuant  to  Section  401  of  the  Act  and  Part  201  and  Subpart  Q  of 
'  Part  302  of  the  Economic  Reguletions  of  the  Board  requests  amendment  of  its  oertificale 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  tor  Route  97  so  as  to  authorize  USAIR  to  engage  bi 
scheduled  nonstop  ab  transportation  of  persons,  property  and  mail  between  Chicago,  Illi¬ 
nois,  on  6ie  one  hand,  and  FI  Wayne,  todtona,  FIbrt,  Lansbtg,  Muskegon  and  Saginaw- 
Bay  City,  Michigan,,  on  the  other  hand,  by  wnendbig  USArs  certificale  tor  Route  97  to 
todude  a  new  segment  as  follows: 

"Between  the  terminal  pobit  Chicago.  llUnoie,  and  the  alternate  terminal  pobits  Ft 
Wayne.  bxSana,  FbnL  Lansbtg,  Muskegon  and  Sa(^naw-Bay  City,  Michigan." 

Conformbtg  Applications  and  Answers  are  due.by  Apri  3, 1960. 

Mar.  6. 1980 _ 

.  37815 

Ab  Manila,  Inc.  c/o  Cecil  K  Beasley,  Jr..  Ballard,  Beasley  and  Nelson,  505  Commerce  Build¬ 
ing.  1700  K  Street  NW,  Washbtgtoa  O.C.  20006. 

Appications  of  Ab  Manila  toe.  pursuant  to  Section  402  of  ttie  Act  requests  renewal  of  its 
permit  origtoaNy  issued  by  Order  75-5-6,  as  amended  by  Order  78-3-23,  to  authorize  N 
to  engage  to  charter  torei^  ab  transportation  of  persons  and  property  as  follows: 

Between  any  point  or  potots  to  the  Republic  of  the  Philippines  and  any  potot  or 
pobits  to  the  United  States. 

Answers  may  be  filed  by  April  3, 1980. 

Mar.  7. 1980 _ 

37820 

Pacific  Soutowest  Ablinea  c/o  Bruce  Ketoer,  Jr.,  Crowell  4  Mortog,  1100  Connecticut 
Avenua  NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Application  of  Pacific  Souttiwest  Abfinea  pursuant  to  section  40t  of  the  Act  requests  a  certi¬ 
fication  of  public  convenience  and  necesslly  authoriztog  it  to  engage  to  ab  transportation 
between  Eugene.  Oregon  and  Portland,  Oregon;  Seattle,  Washtogton;  and  Los  Angeles 
and  San  Francisco,  California 

Conforming  Applications  and  Answers  are  due  by  April  4, 1980. 

Mar.  7, 1980 _ 

37621 

Pacific  Southwest  Abfinea  c/o  R  Bruce  Ketoer,  Jr.,  Crowell  4  Moring,  1100  Connecticul 
Avenue,  NW,  Washtogton,  D.C.  20036. 

Application  of  Pacific  Southwest  Abfinea  pursuant  to  section  401  of  the  Act  tor  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  authoriztog  M  to  engage  to  ab  transportation  be¬ 
tween  Las  Vegaa  Nevada  and  Reno,  Nevada 

ConfomSng  Applications  and  Answers  are  due  by  April  4, 1960. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7999  Filed  3-13-80;  8^15  un| 
BILUNG  CODE  6320-01-M 


[Docket  No.  37554;  Order  80-3-50] 

Establishment  of  the  Standard  Foreign 

Fare  Level 

Order 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Wellington,  D.C., 
on  the  10th  day  of  March  1980. 

The  International  Air  Transportation 
Competition  Act  (lATCA),  Pub.  L.  96- 
192,  was  enacted  on  February  15, 1980. 
Among  other  things;  the  Act  requires  the 
Board  to  establish  a  Standard  Foreign 
Fare  Level  (SFFL)  and  to  adjust  such  ' 
level  periodically  by  the  percentage 
change  in  actual  operating  cost  per 
available  seat-mile  (ASM).  The  SFFL 
thus  computed  would  form  the  ceiling  of 
a  statutory  no-suspend  zone  similar  to 
the  zone  of  reasonableness  established 
by  the  Airline  Deregulation  Act  and  set 
forth  in  secion  1002(d)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  195&  In  order  to  fulfill 
the  intent  of  Congress  that  the  Board 
adopt  a  fully  automatic  cost  pass 
through,  particularly  for  fuel  cost 
increases,  we  have,  by  Order  80-2-69, 
established  the  first  interim  SFFL 
reflecting  guidelines  set  forth  in  the 
lATCA.  ‘ 

Due  to  the  intricacies  of  foreign  air 
transportation  we  are  departing  from 


our  usual  procedure  of  issuing  standard 
fare  levels  immediately  prior  to 
scheduled  effectiveness.  The  purpose  is 
to  provide  as  much  notice  as  possible 
for  carriers  for  changes  affecting  the 
upcoming  peak  season,  and  to  provide 
time,  where  appropriate,  for  notices  of 
dissatisfaction  and  suspension  orders  to 
be  issued. 

Basically,  our  SFFL  methodology,  like 
the  domestic  SIFL  methodology,  projects 
the  most  recent  cost  trends  to  the 
midpoint  of  the  period  in  which  the  fare 
ceiling  will  be  in  effect.  However,  we 
have  found  a  precise  replication  of  the 
domestic  methodology  in  the 
international  area  would  probably 
understate  fuel  costs,  and  our 
calculations  have  attempted  to  correct 
this.  Our  calculations  measure  inflation 
from  October  1, 1979,  to  May  1, 1980,  the 
midpoint  of  the  April-May  projection 
period,  for  the  three  rate-making 
entities:  Atlantic.  Pacific  and  Latin 
America. 

We  have  projected  non-fuel  costs, 
based  on  the  year  ended  September  30, 
1979,  two  more  months,  and  we  have 
adjusted  fuel  prices  upward  to  reflect  a 
significant  increase  in  the  rate  of  fuel 


‘  TWA  filed  ■  petition  for  reconsideration  of 
Order  8G-2-69  requesting  that  the  Board  move  the 
base  period  for  North  Atlantic  fares  from  October  1, 
1979  to  December  19, 1979.  We  will  deal  with  the 
petition  in  a  future  order,  and  our  determinations 
here  are  wridiout  prejudice  to  it 


cost  escalation  within  the  last  several 
weeks.  The  four  month  average  of 
October-January  increases  produces  the 
following  monthly  rates  of  escalation: 
3.73  cents  per  gallon  in  the  Atlantic,  3.37 
cents  per  gallon  in  Latin  America,  and 
3.91  cents  per  gallon  in  the  Pacific.  We 
have  also  reviewed  the  weekly  fuel 
reports  submitted  to  us  by  the  U.S. 
international  air  carriers  since  last 
summer,  and  observe  that  per  gallon  fuel 
costs  have  most  recently  been  rising 
about  1.55  cents  per  week.  It  is  this 
figure  that  we  have  projected  forward. 
The  resulting  projections  are  fuel  prices 
of  116.61  cents  in  the  Atlantic,  107.21 
cents  in  Latin  America,  and  114.23  cents 
in  the  Pacific,  at  May  1, 1980.* 

Consequently,  based  on  our 
calculations,  we  find  the  projected 
actual  (ceiling  adjustment  factor)  to  be 
14.06  percent  on  &e  Atlantic,  11.95 
percent  in  Latin  America,  and  12.20 
percent  in  the  Pacific,  over  the  October 
1, 1979  level.  (See  Appendices  A  and  B). 
As  stated  by  Order  80-2-69,  and 
additional  five  percent  is  permissible 
over  the  North  Atlantic.  Tliis  results  in 
an  increase  over  the  February  1, 1980 
ceiling  fares  of  8.0  percent  in  the  North 
Atlantic.  6.1  percent  in  Latin  America 
and  9.0  percent  in  the  Pacific. 

Furthermore,  we  expect  carriers, 
when  filing  their  proposals,  to  indicate 
their  base  fare  (normal  economy Jare)  as 
of  October  1, 1979,  the  proposed  fare, 
and  the  percentage  increase  by  city  pair 
where  direct  service  is  provided.  The 
Board's  staff  has  delegated  authority  to 
approve  applications  for  short  notice 
filing,  and  will  continue  its  policy  of 
doing  so  for  carriers  who  meet  this 
requirement.’ 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  sections  102, 
204(a),  403,  801,  and  1002(j)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended: 


*  We  have  applied  the  latest  available  fuel  cost 
incease  rather  than  the  standard  four  month 
average  for  estimating  fuel  costs  for  this  period.  Use 
of  the  four  month  average  would  have  resulted  in  an 
increase  in  its  SFFL  of  4.5  percent  for  the  Atlantic, 
3.1  percent  for  Latin  America  and  5.5  percent  for  the 
Pacific.  Should  fiiis  projection  result  in  a  significant 
overstatement  of  fuel  costs  for  the  April-May  1980 
period,  we  would,  of  course,  make  appropriate 
adjustments  to  the  next  SFFL  We  plan,  in  any 
event  to  project  future  period  fuel  cost  increases  for 
the  four  month  moving  average  as  fuel  cost 
increases  moderate. 

*The  Board’s  staff  hs  been  informally  approached 
by  carrier  representatives  who  would  like  to  submit 
a  single  fare  proposal  for  the  entire  peak  season. 
Such  a  filing  would  necessarily  be  at  the  outset  at 
levels  higter  than  the  STL  and  the  carrier 
proposes  to  commit  itself  not  to  change  die  fares 
whra  subsequent  increases  in  the  SFFL  bring  the 
fare  below  the  SFFL  We  believe  such  a  proposal 
could  have  merit  considering  the  advantages  of  fare 
stability,  and  we  would  entertain  carrier  proposals 
in  this  regard. 


1 
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1.  Effective  April  1, 1980,  fares  may  be 

aU  foreign  air  carriers. 

increased  by  the  following  adjustment 

3.  We  shall  publish  this  order  in  the 

factors  over  the  October  1, 1979  level: 

Federal  Register. 

Atlantic— 1.1406 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

. 

Latin  America — 1.1195 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor,* 

Pacific— 1.1720 

Secretary. 

2.  We  shall  serve  a  copy  of  this  order 

— 

upon  all  U.S.  certificated  air  carriers  and 

■All  members  concurred. 

1  Appendix  k.— International  Normal  Fare  Acfustment  Factor  by  Entity  to  May  1.  1980,  Over  Oct  1, 

1979,  Fare 

1  Level 

1  Towpasatmger/cargo-foternatfonal^ 

Atlantic 

Latin  America _ 

Pacific 

Statutory  Adjusted** 

Year  ended  September  30, 1979; 

Total  Opar.  Exp.  ■  (000) .  . 

$2,252,777 

$1,480,117 

$1,046,158 

$1,046,158 

Less:  Property  and  Mail .  . 

280,265 

158,386 

186,469 

186,469 

Nonscheduled* _ 

111,529 

40,974 

6,772 

6,772 

Transport  Related* _ 

131,109 

24,734 

15,848 

15,848 

Pbs:  Capitalized  Lease  Adi.* _ 

15,673 

14,827 

1^782 

12,782 

Passenger  Operating  Expense _ _ _ 

1,745,547 

1,270,870 

849,851 

849,851 

Passenger  Fuel  Cost* .  . 

397,913 

195,572 

205,395 

205,395 

Scheduled  Service  ASM's  (000) . . -  _ 

35,810.695 

24,611.968 

20,119,691 

20,119,691 

Non-fuel  Oper.  Exp.  per  ASM _ _ _ _ _ ...... 

0.03763 

0.04369 

0.03203 

0.03203 

Fuel  Experise  par  ASM _ _ _ 

.01111 

.00795 

.01021 

.01021 

Total  Expense  per  ASM..  _ 

.04874 

.05164 

.04224 

.04224 

Yew  ended  Sept  30, 1978: 

Total  Opw.  Exp.  *(0001  _ 

1,862,249 

1,229,009 

761,168  _ 

Less:  Property  and  Mai  ,  ,  - 

253,403 

150,104 

143,353  _ 

r.r.M.r., 

156,988 

38,842 

9,338  _ 

Transported  Related* . .  „  _ 

102,740 

22,965 

14,177 

I..... ...... ......... 

Pbs:  Cfopitaized  Lease  Adj.  ■ _ _  _  ~. 

10,512 

8,281 

16,647  _ 

1,359,630 

1,025,379 

610,947 

Passengw  Fuel  Cost  ■ . . 

256,213 

139,043 

118,308  _ 

. ,,,,, 

Scheduled  Service  ASM’s  (000) _ 

29,828,593 

21,432,374 

15,181,606 

17,208,541 

Non-fuel  Opw.  Exp.  pw  ASM _ _ _ — 

0.03692 

0.04135 

0.03245 

**0.03054 

Fuel  Expertsa  pw  ASM .  . 

.00866 

.00649 

.00779 

**.00781 

Total  Expanse  pw  ASM . . 

.04568 

.04784 

.04024 

.03835 

Percent  Change  in  Non-fuel  Opw.  Expense  pw  ASM _ ... 

1.92 

5.66 

(1.3) 

4.88 

Percent  Projected  Change  in  Non-foal  Apr!  1979  to  OcL  1. 

1979 . . . 

0.96 

2.79 

<0.7) 

2.41 

Percent  Estimated  Change  in  Fuel  Cost  Yew  Ended  Septem- 

bw  1979  Average  to  Oct  1,1979» . 

42.06 

40.47 

42.29 

42.29 

Non-Fuel  Operating  Exp  pw  ASM  at  Oct  1, 1979* _ 

0.03799 

0.04491 

0.03181 

0.03280 

Fuel  Expense  pw  ASM  at  OcL  1, 1979*  (cents) _ 

.01578 

.01117 

.01453 

.01453 

Total  Expense  pw  ASM  at  Oct  1, 1979  (cents) 

.05377 

.05608 

.04634 

.04733 

Estimated  to  May  1, 1980:*' 

Percent  Projected  Change  in  Nonfuel  Exp.  from  Apr.  1, 1979 

to  May  1. 1980  . . . 

^08 

6.14 

(1.41) 

5.30 

Percent  Estimatad  Change  in  Fuel  Cost  Y/E  Septembw 

1979  to  May  1. 1980* . . . . 

106.29 

106.39 

112.97 

11^97 

Nonfuel  Opw.  Exp./ASM  at  May  1, 1980*  (cents) _ 

.03841 

0.04637 

.03158 

.03373 

Fuel  Exp./ASM  at  May  1. 1980*  (cents) . . . 

.02292 

.01641 

.02174 

Total  Exp./ASM  at  May  1, 1980  (cents) . . 

.06133 

.06278 

.05332 

.05547 

Percent  Ceilng  Adjustment  Factor  >■ _ _ _ _ 

14.06 

11.95 

15.06 

17.20 

>  Includes  Following  Cwriers:  for  Atlantic  BN/DL/NA/NW/PA/TW,  for  Latin  America  AA/BN/CO/OL/EA/PA/WA,  for  Padf- 
Ic  BN/CO/WN/PA. 

■Total  operating  expense  for  all  operations  and  service. 

■Total  norrscheduled  revenues  times  0.95  assuming  charter  operations  would  only  be  conducted  at  profit 
■Total  transport-related  expense,  less  any  excess  of  expense  over  total  transport-related  revenues. 

■Additional  rental  expense  that  would  have  been  incurred  had  leases  not  been  capitalized,  less  actual  amortization  of  cap- 
ItaNzed  lease  expense. 

■Total  fuel  cost  scheduled  service,  times  complement  of  rate  of  freight  expense  to  total  operating  expense. 

■Estimated  average  cost  per  galion  for  the  carriers  at  October  1, 1979,  or  May  1, 1980,  dhdded  by  the  year  ended  Septem¬ 
ber,  1979. 

■Operating  expense  per  ASM  for  year  ended  September  30, 1979  times  profected  change. 

■Fuel  increase  estimated  at  $0.0155  par  week  for  3M  months. 

■■Proiected  operating  expense  per  ASM  at  May  1, 1980  dMded  by  operating  expense  for  October  1, 1979 
“See  AppendbrC. 
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Appendix  B.^lntemation  Actual  and  Estimated  Fuel  Cost  to  May  1,  1980 


International  entities 


Atlantic  Latin  America  Pacific 


Average  Fuel  Cost  Per  Gallon; 


Year  Ended  Sept  30, 1979  (Cents) . 

. . 

56.89 

52.31 

53.99 

Month  Ended; 

Oct  31, 1979  (Cents) . 

. j..  ... 

82.43 

75.75 

53.99 

Nov.  30, 1979  (Cents) 

. . . 

84.70 

77.63 

77.90 

Oec.  31, 1979  (Cents) 

66.45 

78.99 

82.83 

Jaa  31, 1979  (Cents) 

94.11 

84.71 

91.73 

Average  Monthly  Change  Over  Prior  Month; 

October  1979  (Cents) . 

3.23 

4.54 

1.43 

November  1979  (Cents) 

2.27 

1.88 

St 

December  1979  (Cents) 

1.75 

1.36 

4.93 

January  1979  (Cents). 

-  “ 

7.66 

5.72 

8.91 

Four  Month  Average  Monthly  Change  (Cents) . 

3.72 

3.38 

^  3.91 

Percent  Change  in  Cost  Oct.  1, 1979  vs.  Y.E.  September  1979; 

Fuel  Cost  as  of  Oct.  1, 1979  •  . 

80.82 

73.48 

1BJSZ 

Percent  Change  Oct  1, 1979  vs.  Y.E.  September  1979 . 

. .  . . 

42.06 

40.47 

42.29 

Projected  Fuel  Cost 

January  1980  Avg.  Fare  (Cents) . - . 

. 

94.11 

84.71 

91.73 

Estimated  January  16-May  1,  lOSO’*^^* . 

— 

23.25 

23.25 

23.25 

Total . . 

. . 

— 

117.36 

107.96 

114.96 

Percent  Change  Year  Ended  Sept.  30, 1979  to  May  1, 1980 _  .„ 

— 

106.29 

106.39 

112.97 

‘Average  of  September  &  October  1979  fuel  cost 

’Estimated  increase  at  1.55  cents  per  week  for  15  weeks. 

Appendix  C.— Pacific  entity  Unit  Costs  per  Available  Seat  Mile  Actual  and  Adjusted  for  Northwest  Strike  Scheduled  Passenger  Service 

Non-fuel  expense 

Year  ended  Mar,  31, 1978  Year  ended  Sept.  30, 1976 

Year  ended 

- 

Sept  30, 1979 

Actual  non-fuel  expense 

Psgr.  Costs 

ASMS 

Cost  per 

Psgr.  Costs 

ASMS 

Coat  per 

Psgr.  Costs 

ASMS 

Cost  per 

Change  in  seat  mile  cost 

ASM 

ASM 

ASM 

Sept  30, 1979  V.  Sept. 

! 

30, 1978  (percent) 

BN/CO/PA . . . 

$321,124 

11,058,489 

$.0^4 

$370,048 

11,362,367 

$.03257 

$480,077 

13,691,239 

$.04506 

7.7 

NW . . . . 

151,342 

5,688,810 

.02660 

122,591 

3,819,239 

.03210 

164,379 

6,428,452 

.02557 

(20.3) 

Total  entity . . . . 

472,466 

16,748,299 

.02821 

492,639 

15,161,606 

.03245 

644,456 

20,119,691 

.03203 

(1.3) 

32.03 

33.97 

24^9 

25.16 

25.51 

31.95 

Adjusted  nonfuel  expense 

BN/CO/PA . . . 

$321,124 

11,058,469 

$.02904 

$370,048 

11,562,367 

$.03257 

$480,077 

1 3,691  J239 

103506 

7.7 

NW . . . . . 

151,342 

5,689,810 

.02660 

•  155,496 

*5,846,154 

*.02660 

164,379 

6,428,452 

.02557 

(3.9) 

Entity  total . . 

472,466 

16,748,299 

.02821 

525,544 

17,208,521 

.03054 

644,456 

20,119,691 

$.03203 

4.9 

32.03 

33.97 

29.59 

33.97 

25.51 

31.95 

Fuel  expenses 

- 

Actual  fuel  expense 

BN/CO/PA . 

$61,841 

11J)50,489 

$.00740 

$68,063 

11,362,367 

$.00775 

$137,679 

13,691,239 

$.01006 

29.7 

NW . . . . 

42,284 

5,689,610 

.00743 

30,225 

3,819,239 

.00791 

67,716 

6,428,452 

P1053 

31.0 

Entity  total . . . 

124,125 

16,748,299 

.00741 

118,306 

15,181,606 

.00779 

205,395' 

20,119,691 

101021 

31.0 

34.06 

33.97 

25.55 

25.16  . 

32.97 

31.20 

Adjusted  Fuel  Expense 

BN/CO/PA . . . . . 

$81,841 

11,058,489 

$.00740 

$88,083 

11,362,367 

$.00775 

$137,679 

13,691,239 

$.01006 

29.7 

. . . 

42,264 

5,889,810 

.00743 

46,261 

5,846,154 

*$.00791 

67,716 

6,428,452 

.01053 

33.1 

Entity  total  . . 

124,284 

16,748,299 

.00741 

134,344 

17^08,521 

$.00781 

205,715 

20,119,691 

$.01021 

31.0 

*  Estimated  by  applying  the  Y/E  Mar.  31, 1978  nonfuel  cost  per  ASM  to  adjusted  available  seat  mMes. 

*  Estimated  by  assuming  MW  would  have  operated  the  same  relative  proportion  of  ASMs  in  Y/E  Sept.  30, 1978  as  it  did  in  the  Y/E  March  31, 1978  (33.97). 

*  Assumed  same  as  actual  for  year  ended  Mar.  31, 1978. 

*  Based  on  experienced  rate  per  ASM  for  year  ended  Sept  30, 1978.  Northwest  on  strike  Aprii  29, 1978-Augu9t  14, 1976. 
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Appendix  0.— International  Fuel  Price  per  Galton  7  Carrier  Sample  Weekly  Reports 


Carrier  ANCarrlars 


Week  ended 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

F 

G 

Price/ 

gallon 

Cent  change  Four  week 
kom  prior  average 

W86k  chMnpo 

(cents) 

07.05 

87.11 

93.79 

05.97 

83.42 

85.86 

62.60 

84.66 

December  s!  1970 _  _  _ _  _  .. 

69.89 

00.37 

07.75 

95.96 

80.19 

84.78 

62.60 

82.99 

(1.67) ... 

86.95 

89.33 

97.42 

95.96 

80.77 

85.31 

62.60 

83.35 

.36  _ 

80.97 

90.84 

95u18 

100.00 

82.82 

86.36 

62.60 

85.22 

1.87  „ 

December  20, 1970 . 

. 

01.13 

90.78 

101.03 

99.97 

84.28 

87.85 

62.60 

86.52 

1.30 

47 

January  5, 1960 _ 

TtTrrrtrr 

90.67 

03.78 

103.21 

104.73 

84.07 

89.64 

71.10 

87.34 

62 

1.09 

Janumy  12. 1000 _ 

90.86 

94.27 

103.51 

104.58 

87.06 

04.11 

75.80 

80.92 

2.56 

1.64 

January  10. 1900 

-  ......... 

. . 

89.08 

05.37 

106.25 

106.08 

88.89 

93.88 

75.80 

90.97 

1.05 

1.44 

January  26,  1960 . .  .  _  _ 

...  „rTTr,t, 

101.00 

101.75 

111.63 

111.60 

90.01 

94.39 

75.80 

93.40 

2.43 

1.72 

Februmy  2.  1960 . '  .  . . . 

... 

101.24 

101.05 

111.95 

113.79 

92.37 

96.55 

75.60 

95.03 

1.63 

1.92 

Febnrary  9. 1060 _ _ — 

— 

102.13 

97.70 

115.56 

113.85 

94.01 

97.89 

75.80 

96.11 

1.06 

1.55 

Source:  Weekly  reports  of  selected  carriers. 
Note:  Reports  filed  by  carriers  are  oonfiderttlal. 
[FR  Doc.  80-8000  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  S320-<I1-M 


[Docket  Nos.  33363,  35401,  35402] 

Former  Large  Irregular  Air  Service 
Investigation  Phase  III  and 
Applications  of  Commercial  Airlines, 
Inc.;  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  hearing 
in  the  above-entitled  matter  is  assigned 
to  be  held  on  April  14, 1980,  at  10:00  a.m. 
(local  time)  in  Room  1003,  Hearing  Room 
B,  Universal  North  Building,  1875 
Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  before  the  undersigned 
administrative  law  judge. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  10, 1980. 
William  A.  Pope,  U, 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

(FR  Ooc.  80-7998  FOed  3-13-80;  8:46  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  6320-01-M 


\ 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management 
Council’s  Scientific  and  Statistical 
Committee;  Public  Meeting 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  NOAA. 

summary:  The  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery 
Management  Council,  established  by 
Section  302  of  the  Fishery  Conservation 
and  Management  Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L 
94-265),  has  established  a  Scientific  and 
Statistical  Committee  (SSC)  which  will 
meet  to  discuss  Amendments  to  the 
Squid,  Mackerel,  and  Butterfish  Fishery 
Management  Plans  (FMPs). 

DATES:  The  meeting  will  convene  on 
Thursday,  April  3, 1980,  at  9  a.m.  and 
will  adjourn  at  approximately  3  p.m.  The 
meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 

ADDRESS:  The  meeting  will  take  place  at 
the  Best  Western  Airport  Motel,' 
Philadelphia  International  Airport, 

Route  2^,  Philadelphia.  Pennsylvania 
19153.  Phone;  (215)  365-7000. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management 
Council,  North  and  New  Streets,  Room 
2115,  Federal  Building,  Dover,  Delaware 
19901.  Telephone:  (302)  674-2331. 

Dated:  March  10, 1980. 

Robert  K.  Crowell, 

Deputy  Executive  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8021  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  3610-22-41 


International  Trade  Administration 

Certain  Iron-Metal  Castings  From 
India;  Initiation  of  Countervailing  Duty 
Investigation 

AGENCY:  United  States  Department  of 
Commerce. 

ACTION:  Initiation  of  Countervailing 
Duty  Investigation. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  is  to  advise  the 
public  that  a  satisfactory  petition  has 
been  received,  and  as  a  result,  an 
investigation  has  been  initiated  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  whether  benefits 
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which  constitute  a  bounty  or  grant 
within  the  meaning  of  the  countervailing 
duty  law  are  granted  by  the  Government 
of  India  to  manufachirers,  producers,  or 
exporters  of  certain  iron  metal  castings. 
Unless  the  time  period  is  extended,  a 
preliminary  determination  will  be  made 
not  later  th^  May  14. 1980,  and  a  final 
determination  not  later  than  July  28. 

1980. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  14. 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Steven  Morrison,  Import  Administration 
Specialist  Office  of  Investigations, 
International  Trade  Administration. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230 (202) 566-5492. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

A  petition  was  received  in  satisfactory 
form  on  February  19, 1980,  from  James 
W.  Pinkerton,  Jr.  of  Pinkerton  Foundry, 
Inc.,  Lodi,  California,  alleging  that 
subsidies  are  provided  by  the 
Government  of  India  on  the  production 
and  exportation  of  certain  iron-metal 
castings  from  India.  Such  subsidies  are 
alleged  to  constitute  a  bounty  or  grant 
within  the  meaning  of  section  303  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended,  (93  Stat. 
190],  19  U.S.C.  1303  (hereinafter  referred 
to  as  the  Tariff  Act).  It  should  be  noted 
that  India  is  not  a  “country  under  the 
Agreement"  within  the  meaning  of 
section  701(b)  of  the  Tariff  Act,  as 
amended  (93  Stat  151, 19  U.S.C. 

1671(b]).  Therefore,  section  303  of  the 
Tariff  Act  as  amended  by  section  103  of 
the  Trade  Agreements  Act  of  1979 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Trade 
Act],  continues  to  apply  to  this 
investigation.  Iron-metal  castings  from 
India  enter  the  United  States  free  of 
duty.  Therefore,  it  is  necessary  to  refer 
this  matter  to  the  United  States 
International  Trade  Commission  for 
determinations  of  injury.  The  petition,  as 
fried  on  February  19, 1980,  contains 
substantial  information  alleging  material 
injury  or  threat  of  material  injury  to  an 
industry  in  the  United  States  by  reason 
of  imports  from  India.  In  accordance 
with  section  303  of  the  Tariff  Act  as 
amended,  I  hereby  determine  that  an 
investigation  should  be  initiated  to 
determine  whether  the  Government  of 
India  pays  or  bestows  any  boimty  or 
grant  upon  the  manufacture,  production 
or  exportation  of  certain  iron-metal 
castings.  In  the  event  that  there  is  a  frnal 
affirmative  determination,  the  products 
subject  to  countervailing  duties  would 
be  cast-iron  manhole  covers  and  frames, 
catch-basin  grates  and  frames,  and 
clean-out  covers  and  frames.  Hie  iron- 
metal  castings  covered  by  this 
investigations  entered  the  United  States 
under  &e  following  item  number  of  the 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States 


(TSUS):  657.09,  Articles  of  iron  or  steel, 
not  coated  or  plated  with  precious 
metal:  Cast-iron  articles,  not  alloyed:  not 
malleable. 

The  bounties  or  grants  alleged  in  the 
petition  are  as  follows: 

1.  Cash  grant  program  on  exports. 

2.  Tax  credit  against  business  and 
income  taxes  based  on  export  value. 

3.  Tax  deductions  at  150%  on 
expenses  for  overseas  export  promotion. 

4.  Remission  of  Custom  duties  and 
excise  taxes  on  machinery  used  for 
export  production. 

5.  SUBSIDIZED  EXPORT  INSURANCE  AND 
EXPORT  CREDIT  AVAILABLE  TO  INDIAN 
EXPORTERS. 

6.  Favorable  import  licenses  and 
foreign  exchange  treatment. 

7.  SPECIAL  INCENTIVES  GRANTED  TO 
MANUFACTURERS  WITHIN  FREE  TRADE 
ZONES,  INCLUDING  INCOME  TAX 
HOUOAYS,  FINANCING  AT  PREFERRED 
RATES,  AND  CASH  SUBSIDIES  BY  STATE 
AND  NATIONAL  GOVERNMENTS. 

8.  Subsidized  inland  transportation 
and  subsidized  ocean  freight. 

9.  Government  underwriting  of  foreign 
trade  shows. 

10.  Tax  deductions  for  capital 
investment  reserves  for  selected 
industries  and  new  industrial  ventures. 

Pursuant  to  section  303  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930,  as  amended  and  §  355.28, 
Commerce  Regulations  (19  FR  355.28),  45 
FR  4943,  the  International  Trade 
Administration  is  required  to  issue  a 
preliminary  determination  within  85 
days  after  the  filing,  in  satisfactory  form, 
of  a  petition  alleging  the  payment  or 
bestowal  of  a  bounty  or  grant  as  to 
whether  there  is  a  reasonable  basis  to 
believe  or  suspect  that  a  bounty  or  grant 
is  being  paid  or  bestowed  within  the 
meaning  of  the  statute. 

Unless  the  investigation  is  extended,  a 
preliminary  determination  on  this 
petition  will  be  made  no  later  than  May 
14, 1980,  as  to  whether  alleged  payments 
or  bestowals  conferred  by  the 
Government  of  India  upon  the 
manufacture,  production,  or  exportation 
of  the  above-described  merchandise 
constitute  a  bounty  or  grant  within  the 
meaning  of  section  303  of  the  Act  as  - 
amended.  A  frnal  determination  will  be 
issued  no  later  than  July  28, 1980.  This 
notice  is  published  pursuant  to  section 
303  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended,  and  section  355.27(b), 
Commerce  Regulations  (19  CFR, 

355.27(b)),  45  FR  4943. 

Stanley  J.  Maicuss, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Trade 
Administration. 

March  10, 1980. 

IFR  Doc.  60-7874  FUed  3-13-60;  6:45  am] 

KLUNQ  CODE  3S10-22-M 


Fresh  Cut  Roses  from  Israel; 
Postponement  of  Preliminary 
Determination 

agency:  United  States  Department  of 
Commerce. 

action:  Postponement  of  Preliminary 
Determination. 

summary:  This  notice  is  to  advise  the 
public  of  the  determination  to  postpone 
the  preliminary  determination 
concerning  the  coimtervailing  duty 
investigation  with  respect  to  fresh  cut 
roses  from  Israel.  With  the  extension,  a 
preliminary  determination  will  be  made 
not  later  than  May  30, 1980,  and  a  frnal 
determination,  not  later  than  August  13, 
1980. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  14, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Francis  R.  Crow,  Import  Administration 
Specialist,  Office  of  Investigations, 
International  Trade  Administration, 
Department  of  Cominerce,  Washington. 
D.C.  20230;  (202-566-5492). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
February  1, 1980,  a  notice  of  initiation  of  . 
countervailing  duty  investigation  with 
respect  to  fresh  cut  roses  from  Israel 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

At  that  time  notice  was  given  that  a 
preliminary  determination  would  be 
made  no  later  than  March  26, 1980.  A 
frnal  decision  was  required  by  Jime  9, 
1980,  within  75  days  after  the 
preliminary  determination. 

Section  703(c)(1)(B)  of  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930,  as  amended  (93  Stat.  153, 19 
U.S.C.  1671b(c)(l)(B))  (the  act),  gives  the 
department  of  Commerce  the  authority 
to  postpone  the  preliminary 
determination  for  extraordinarily 
complicated  cases  if  it  concludes  that 
the  conditions  as  stated  in  section 
703(c)(1)(B)  exist.  Counsel  for  the  major 
exporter /importer  of  roses  from  Israel, 
AGREXCO,  has  requested  an  extension 
under  this  section,  and  the  department 
of  commerce  has  concluded  that  ^ 
postponement  is  warranted. 

Following  is  an  explanation  of  the 
reasons  for  the  postponement: 

1.  The  Department  of  Commerce 
concludes  that  the  parties  concerned  are 
cooperating,  counsel  for  AGREXCO  has 
endeavored  to  obtain  data  concerning 
the  alleged  subsidies  by  March  3, 1980,  a 
deadline  imposed  by  the  Department  of 
Commerce  in  order  to  allow  proper  time 
to  analyze  the  submission.  Because  of 
the  complexities  as  stated  below, 
complete  information  is  not  yet 
available.  A  partial  submission  of  the 
information  received  thus  far  by  counsel 
for  AGREXCO  will  be  made  as  soon  as 
possible. 

2.  There  are  twenty  separate  programs 
for  which  subsidy  information  was 
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requested.  Several  programs  involve 
complex  tax  and  interest  rate  questions. 

Several  programs  have  not  been 
previously  investigated,  and  data 
concerning  them  is  not  readily  available 
Previous  countervailing  duty 
investigations  concerning  Israel  were  of 
industrial/chemcial  products  rather  than 
agricultural  products. 

3.  There  are  approximately  1200 
growers,  10  packing  houses  and, 
according  to  counsel  for  AGREXCO, 
several  exporters.  Because  of  the  large 
number  of  such  growers  and  firms, 
additional  time  is  needed  to  investigate 
those  receiving  subsidies  and  to 
establish  the  extent  to  which  any 
subsidies  apply  to  these  various  entities. 

4.  Because  of  the  foregoing  reasons 
and  the  desire  to  make  a  determination 
utilizing  the  most  complete  data 
available  additional  time  is  needed  to 
gather  and  analyze  such  information. 

Having  granted  such  an  extension,  the 
preliminary  determination  required 
under  section  703(b)  of  the  Act  (93  Stat. 
153, 19  U.S.C  1671b(b)]  is  postponed 
until  May  30, 1980.  Purauant  to  section 
705(a)  of  the  Act  (93  Stat  159, 19  U.S.C. 
1671  d(a)),  a  final  decision  is  required 
within  75  days  after  the  preliminary 
determination,  not  later  than  August  13, 
1980. 

Pursuant  to  $  355.28(b)(3)  of 
Commerce  Regulations  (19  CFR 
355.28(b)(3),  45  FR  4943),  written  notice 
of  this  determination  has  been  given  to 
all  parties  to  the  proceeding. 

']^s  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
section  703  (c)(2)  of  the  Act  (93  Stat.  153, 
19  U.S.C.  16711b(c)(2)). 

Stanley  }.  Marcuss, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Trade 
Administration. 

March  10, 1980. 

[FR  Doa  80-7973  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3510-22-M 


COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BLIND  AND  OTHER  SEVERELY 
HANDICAPPED 

Procurement  List  1980;  Additions 

agency:  Committee  for  Purchase  fitim 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped. 

action:  Additions  to  Procurement  List 

summary:  This  action  adds  to 
Procurement  List  1980  commodities  and 
a  military  resale  commodity  to  be 
produced  by  and  a  service  to  be 
provided  by  workshops  for  the  blind 
and  other  severely  handicapped. 
EFFEcnvE  date:  March  14. 198a 
address:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 


Handicapped,  2009  14th  Street  North, 
Suite  610,  Arlington,  Virginia  22201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

C.  W.  Fletcher,  (703)  557-1145. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
November  30, 1979,  December  21, 1979, 
October  26, 1979,  and  January  18, 198a 
the  Committee  for  Purdiase  from  the 
Blind  and  Other  Severely  Handicapped 
published  notices  (44  FR  68946, 44  FR 
75693,  44  FR  61626  and  45  FR  3630)  of 
Proposed  additions  to  Procurement  List 
1980,  November  27, 1979  (44  FR  87925). 

After  consideration  of  the  relevant 
matter  presented,  the  Committee  has 
determined  that  the  commodities, 
military  resale  commodity,  and  service 
listed  below.are  suitable  for 
procurement  by  the  Federal  Government 
under  41  U.S.C.  46-48c,  85  Stat.  77. 

Accordingly,  the  following 
commodities,  military  resale  commodity, 
and  service  are  hereby  added  to 
Procurement  List  1980: 

Class  5440 

Stepladder,  Aluminum,  5440-00-514-4483, 
5440-00-514-4485,  5440-00-514-4487  (For 
GSA  Regions  5  and  6). 

Class  7210 

Sheet,  Bed,  Cotton,  Green,  7210-00-299-9611. 
Military  Resale  Item  No.  and  Name 
No.  510 — Cleaner,  All  Purpose. 

SIC  7699 

Pallet  Repair,  Naval  Supply  Center,  Puget 
Sound,  Bremerton,  WA. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 

Executive  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7935  Hied  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6S20-33-M 


Procurement  List  1980;  Deletion 

agency:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handcapped. 

action:  Deletion  from  Procurement  List. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  deletes  from 
Procurement  List  1980  a  commodity 
produced  by  workshops  for  the  blind  or 
other  severely  handicapped. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  14, 1980. 
address:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped,  2009  14th  Street  North, 
Suite  610,  Arlington,  Virginia  22201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

C.  W.  Fletcher,  (703)  557-1145. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
January  18, 1960,  the  Committee  for 
Purchase  from  the  Blind  and  Other 
Severely  Handicapped  published  a 
notice  (45  FR  3629)  of  Proposed  deletion 
fit)ra  Procmrement  List  1980,  November 
27, 1979  (44  FR  67925). 


After  consideration  of  the  relevant 
matter  presented,  the  Committee  has 
determined  that  the  commodity  listed 
below  is  no  longer  suitable  for 
procurement  by  the  Federal  Government 
under  41  U.S.C.  46-48c,  85  Stat.  77. 

Accordingly,  the  following  commodity 
is  hereby  deleted  from  Procurement  List 
1980: 

Class  8460 

Suitcase,  Coated  Cloth,  8460-00-391-0502. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 

Executive  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7938  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6S20-33-M 


Procurement  List  1980;  Proposed 
Addition 

AGENCY:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped. 

ACTION:  Proposed  Addition  to 
Proctu'ement  List. 


summary:  The  Committee  has  received 
a  proposal  to  add  to  Procurement  List 
1980  a  commodity  to  be  produced  by 
workshops  for  the  blind  and  other 
severely  handicapped. 

COMMENTS  MUST  BE  RECEIVED  ON  OR 
before:  April  16, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped,  2009  14th  Street  North, 
Suite  610,  Arlington,  Virginia  22201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  C 

W.  Fletcher,  (703)  557-1145. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
notice  is  published  pursuant  to  41  U.S.C. 
47(a)(2),  85  Stat.  77.  Its  purpose  is  to 
provide  interested  parties  an 
opportunity  to  submit  comments  on  the 
possible  impact  of  the  proposed  action. 

.If  the  Committee  approves  the 
proposed  addition,  all  entities  of  the 
Federal  Government  will  be  required  to 
procure  the  commodity  listed  below 
fit>m  workshops  for  the  blind  or  other 
severely  handicapped. 

It  is  proposed  to  add  the  following 
comm^ty  to  Procvu«ment  List  1980, 
November  27, 1979  (44  FR  67925): 

Class  7210 

Washcloth,  Hospital,  Patient  Disposable, 
7210-01-013-2824. 

C  W.  Fletcher, 

Executive  Director. 

pH  Doa  80-7937  Filed  3-13-80;  ft4S  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6S20-3S-M 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Office  of  ttie  Secretary 

Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force  on 
Acquisition  Policy;  Meeting 

-  An  aircraft  subgipup  under  the 
Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force  on 
Acquisition  Policy  will  meet  in  closed 
session  on  17-18  April  1980  in 
Washington,  DC. 

The  mission  of  the  Defense  Science 
Board  is  to  advise  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  and  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Defense  for  Research  and  Engineering 
on  scienctific  and  technical  matters  as 
they  affect  the  perceived  needs  of  the 
Department  of  Defense. 

The  aircraft  subgroup  will  review 
threat  interaction  with  evolving  aircraft 
technology  in  the  17-18  April  meeting. 
The  Task  Force  on  Acquisition  Policy  is 
addressing  specific  issues  in  evolving 
DoD  policy  concerning  aircraft 
acquisition. 

In  accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  App.  1 
§  10(d)(1976).  it  has  been  determined 
that  this  Defense  Science  Board  Task 
Force  meeting  concerns  matters  listed  in 
5  U.S.C.  §  552b(c)(lKl976),  and  that 
accordingly  this  meeting  will  be  closed 
to  the  public. 

O.J.  Williford, 

Director,  Correspondence  and  Directives, 
Washington  Headquarters  Services, 
Department  of  Defense. 

March  10, 1980. 

p=1t  Doc.  80-7822  FUed  0-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3S10-7(MI 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

[ERA  Case  No.  62004-9076-27, 28-77] 

Public  Works  Commission  of  the  City 
of  Fayetteville,  N.C4  Request  for 
Classification 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 
action:  Notice  of  requests  for 
classification. 

summary:  On  June  28, 1979,  the  Public 
Works  Commission  of  the  City  of 
Fayetteville,  North  Carolina  (PWC)  filed 
requests  with  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  to  have  two  combustion 
turbines  (Units  No.  7  and  8]  classified  as 
existing  facilities  pursuant  to  §  515.6  of 
the  Revised  Interim  Rule  to  Permit 
Classification  of  Certain  Powerplants 
and  Installations  as  Existing  Facilities 
(revised  Interim  Rule]  issued  by  ERA  on 
March  15, 1979  (44  FR 17464),  and 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 


Powerplant  and  Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act 
of  1978,  42  U.S.C.  8301  et  seq.  (FUA). 
FUA  imposes  certain  statutory 
prohibitions  against  the  use  of  natural 
gas  and  petroleum  by  new  and  existing 
electric  powerplants.  The  prohibitions 
whidi  apply  to  existing  powerplants  are 
different  fi'om  those  which  apply  to  new 
powerplants. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  invite 
interested  persons  to  submit  written 
comments  on  this  matter  prior  to  the 
issuance  of  a  final  decision  by  ERA.  In 
accordance  with  §  515.26  of  the  Revised 
Interim  Rule,  no  public  hearings  will  be 
held. 

dates:  Written  comments  are  due  on  or 
before  April  4, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Ten  copies  of  written 
comments  shall  be  submitted  to: 
Department  of  Energy.  Case  Control 
Unit,  Box  4629,  Room  2313,  2000  M 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  L  Webb,  Office  of  Public 
Information,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 

2000  M  Street  NW.,  Room  B-110, 
Washington,  DC.  20461,  Phone  (202)  634- 
2170. 

James  W.  Workman,  Director,  Division  of 
Existing  Facilities  Conversion,  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration.  Department  of 
Energy,  2000  M  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20461,  Phone  (202)  254-7442. 

James  Renjilian,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  Department  of  Energy,  1000 
Independence  Avenue  NW.,  Room  6G-087, 
Washington,  D.C.  20585,  Phone  (202)  252- 
2967. 

Robert  L  Davies,  Assistant  Administrator, 
Office  of  Fuels  Conversion,  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration,  Department  of 
Energy,  2000  M  Street  NW.,  Room  3128L, 
Washington,  D.C.  20461a,  Phone  (202)  634- 
6557. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Public  Works  Commission  of  the  City  of 
Fayetteville.  North  Carolina  (PWC)  is  a 
municipal  agency  organized  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  North  Carolina. 

PWC  supplies  electric  service  to  the  City 
of  Fayetteville  and  surrounding  areas. 

PWC  stated  that  it  executed  a 
contract  in  August  1977  for  two  25  MW, 
oil-fired  combustion  turbines,  to  be 
known  as  Units  No.  7  and  8  in 
Cumberland  County,  North  Carolina, 
and  that  commercial  operation  is 
scheduled  for  May  1979  and  May  1980, 
respectively. 

On  June  28. 1979,  pursuant  to  ERA’S 
Revised  Rule  to  Permit  Classification  of 
Certain  Powerplants  and  Installations  as 
Existing  Facilities  (Revised  Interim  Rule) 
issued  by  ERA  on  March  15. 1979,  PWCn 
requested  that  ERA  classify  Units  No.  7 
and  8  as  “existing”  facilities.  A 
conference  was  held  at  PWC’s  request 
on  November  8, 1979.  PWC  submitted  an 


amended  request  during  the  conference 
and  additional  information  by  letter 
dated  November  9. 1979. 

In  accordance  with  §  515.6  of  ERA’S 
Revised  Interim  Rule  a  powerplant  will 
be  classified  as  existing  if  the 
cancellation,  rescheduling,  or 
modification  of  the  construction  or 
acquisition  of  a  powerplant  would  result 
in  a  substantial  financial  penalty  or  an 
adverse  effect  on  the  electric  system 
reliability.  PWC  supported  its  request 
for  classification  by  providing  evidence 
in  support  of  its  claim  that  it  would  incur 
a  substantial  financial  penalty  for  Units 
No.  7  and  8  and  an  adverse  effect  on  the 
electric  system  reliability  for  Unit  No.  8 
if  these  units  were  not  permitted  to 
proceed  as  oil  burning  facilities.  A 
summary  of  the  pertinent  evidence 
requirements  and  PWC’s  response  to 
those  requirements  on  June  28, 

November  8,  and  November  9, 1979, 
follows: 

Substantial  Financial  Penalty. — 
Pursuant  to  §  515.6(a)  of  the  Revised 
Interim  Rule,  ERA  will  classify  a  facility 
as  existing  upon  demonstration  that  at 
least  25  percent  of  the  total  projected 
project  cost  as  of  November  9. 1978,  was 
expended  in  nonrecoverable  outlays  as 
of  November  9, 1978. 

In  response  to  the  evidence 
requirements  of  §  515.7(b)(1)  of  the 
Revised  Interim  Rule,  PWC  provided  the 
following  information  on  June  28  and 
November  8, 1979: 

Unit  No.  7  (Submitted  fune  28, 1979) 

Total  projected  project  cost  as  of  11/9/78 — 
$3,697,500. 

Total  project  expenditures,  including 
obligation  and  cancellation  charges,  as  of 
11/9/78— $3,189,400. 

Total  recoverable  expenditures — 

$1,876,200. 

Total  nonrecoverable  outlays — $1,313,200. 

Nonrecoverable  outlays  percent  of  total 
projected  project  cost  as  of  11/9/78 — 35.5 
percent. 

Units  No.  7  and  8  (Submitted  November  8, 
1979) 

Total  projected  project  cost  as  of  11/9/78 — 
$7,666,200. 

Total  project  expenditures,  including 
obligation  and  cancellation  charges,  as  of 
II/9/7&— $3,851,000. 

Total  recoverable  expenditures — 

$1,909,800. 

Total  nonrecoverable  outlays — $1,941,000. 

Nonrecoverable  outlays  percent  of  total 
projected  project  cost  as  of  11/9/78 — 25.3 
percent. 

Based  upon  the  information  furnished 
by  PWC,  the  following  figures  have  been 
calculated  by  the  ERA  staff: 

Unit  No.  8  (Calculated  by  ERA  staff) 

Total  projected  project  cost  as  of  11/9/78 — 
$3,968,700. 
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Total  project  expenditures,  including 
obligation  and  cancellation  charges,  as  of 
11/9/78— $661,800. 

Total  recorerable  expenditures — $33,600. 

Total  ncmrecoverable  outlays — $628,000. 

Nonrecoverable  outlays  percent  of  total 
projected  project  cost  as  of  11/9/78 — 15.8 
percent. 

In  its  November  8, 1979,  filing  PWC 
asserts  the  validity  of  combining  the 
costs  for  Units  No.  7  and  8  in  its 
demonstration  of  substantial  financial 
penalty  as  defined  by  S  515.6(a),  since 
the  costs  pertaining  to  the  two  units 
commonly  shared  auxiliary  and  fuel 
supply  facilities  are  inseparable. 

PWC  asserts  that  is  appropriate  to 
analyze  the  issue  of  substantial 
financial  penalty  for  Units  7  and  8  on  a 
combined  cost  basis  in  the  same  manner 
as  a  Notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (44  FR  55415)  suggests  was 
done  concerning  two  powerplants 
owned  by  Northern  Indiana  Public 
Service  Company  (NIPSCO).  In  the 
NIPSCO  case,  separate  requests  were 
filed  with  ERA  for  classification  of  two 
units  as  existing  facilities.  ERA 
determined  to  consolidate  the  cost 
information  relative  to  both  units  for 
purposes  of  analysis  and  solely  as  a 
matter  of  administrative  convenience 
since  all  of  the  costs  applied  equally  to 
each  of  the  units.  In  NU^CO,  both  units 
were  contracted  for  at  the  same  time 
(July  1978),  were  subject  to  identical 
cancellation  provisions,  and  became 
operational  at  the  same  time  (June  1979). 
^sed  on  those  facts,  whether  the  total 
costs  for  both  units  were  combined  for 
purposes  of  analysis  or  were  analyzed 
separately  for  each  unit  the  resulting 
ratio  of  nonrecoverable  outlays  to  total 
projected  project  costs  woiild  have  been 
identical,  that  is.  43  percent  imder  either 
method.  As  a  substantive  matter, 
therefore,  each  NIPSCO  unit  met  the 
substantial  financial  penalty  test. 

ERA  does  not  believe  that  the  facts 
with  respect  to  Units  7  and  8,  which 
units  are  the  subject  of  these 
classification  requests,  warrant  a 
combined  cost  basis  type  of  analysis. 
This  case  is  distinguishable  fi'om 
NIPSCO  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  two 
units  in  question  will  be  operational  a 
year  apart  from  each  other.  The  costs 
associated  with  each,  far  from  being 
identical,  are  quite  different. 

Accordingly,  the  costs  relating  to  PWC 
Unit  Nos.  7  and  8  will  not  be 
consolidated  for  analysis. 

Adverse  Effect  on  System  Reliability. — 
Pursuant  to  i  515.6(b)  of  the  Revised  Interim 
Rule.  ERA  will  classify  a  unit  as  existing 
upon  demonstration  that  the  reserve  margin 
in  the  electric  region  in  which  the  powerplant 
will  be  located  would  be  reduced  to  less  than 
20  percent  during  the  12-month  period  after 


the  proposed  powerplant  is  to  begui 
operation,  assuming  that  the  proposed 
powerplant  is  not  completed.  Demonstratioa 
of  an  adverse  effect  on  the  utilities'  ability  to 
provide  service  during  the  12-month  period 
following  scheduled  operation  and/or  an 
adverse  effect  on  reliability  after  the  12- 
month  period  may  also  be  made. 

In  response  to  the  requirements  of  10 
CFR  515.7(c)(1),  PWC  provided  the 
following  information: 

— ^Description  of  PWCs  service  area. 

— List  of  interconnections  with  other  utilities. 
— Projection  of  peakload  on  PWC’s  system 
through  1989  and  for  the  Virginia-CaroUna 
Group  (VACAR)  through  1988. 

— ^Reserve  margin  for  VACAR  during  the  12- 
month  period  following  the  projected 
operational  date  for  Unit  No.  8  is  16%. 

Reserve  margins  for  PWC’s  system  by 
itself  range  from  a  negative  55  to  a 
negative  63  percent  for  the  1981-1985 
period.  PWC  has  noted  that  its 
generation  is  peak  shaving  and  not 
intended  to  carry  full  system  load. 
Rather,  PWC  is  obligated  to  purchase  a 
minimum  of  200  MW  from  Carolina 
Power  and  Light  Company  as  shown  in 
the  Amended  Service  Agreement  dated 
June  30, 1977,  submitted  to  ERA  on 
November  9, 1979. 

The  public  file  containing  PWC’s 
request  for  classification  and  supporting 
materials  is  available  for  inspection 
upon  request  at: 

ERA,  Room  B-110,  2000  M  Street,  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20461.  Monday-Friday, 
8:00  a.m.-4:30  p.m. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  9, 
1980. 

Robert  L  Davies, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of  Fuels 
Conversion,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8012  Hied  S-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6450-01-M 


Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

[Docket  No.  EL80-10] 

Alaska  Village  Electric  Co-operative, 
Inc.;  Declaration  of  Intention 

March  7, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  8, 1980, 
the  Alaska  Village  Electric  Cooperative. 
Inc.,  filed  a  declaration  of  intention  to 
construct  and  operate  a  hydroelectric 
facility  on  an  unnamed  stream  near  the 
City  of  Scammon  Bay,  Alaska.  The 
declaration  of  intention  was  filed  under 
S  23(b)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  §  817(b).  and  requests  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  to 
commence  an  investigation  to  determine 
if  a  FERC  license  will  be  required  for  the 
project  Correspondence  with  the 


Alaska  Village  Electric  Co-operative  i 
should  be  directed  to  Mr.  Jerry  Larson, 
Manager.  Alaska  Village  Hectric  Co¬ 
operative,  Inc.,  4831  Eagle  Street 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99503. 

The  initial  phase  of  development 
would  consist  of  a  rock  diversion  dam. 
2,300  feet  of  16-inch  penstock  pipe,  and  a 
powerhouse  containing  a  generating  unit 
rated  at  approximately  175  kW.  The 
effective  head  to  the  tinbine  would  be 
300  feet  The  ultimate  development 
would  have  a  head  of  500  feet  and 
would  consist  of  a  diversion  dam  1,7000 
feet  further  upstream,  the  17-inch 
penstock  pipe  extended  to  an  overall 
length  of  4,000  feet  and  an  additional 
125-kW  generating  unit  in  the 
powerhouse. 

All  lands  involved  with  this  project 
are  lands  of  the  United  States  under  the 
management  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  Department  of  the 
Interior.  The  Applicant  states  that  the 
lands  are  to  be  conveyed  in  the  near 
future,  under  the  Alaska  Native  Claims 
Settlement  Act  to  the  Askinuk 
Corporation  for  the  City  of  Scammon 
Bay. 

Project  power  would  be  used  in  the 
City  of  Scammon  Bay,  Alaska. 

Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  about  this  declaration 
of  intention  should  file  a  protest  or  a 
petition  to  intervene  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  l^actice  and 
Procedure  (“Rules”),  18  CFR  $  1.10  or 
$1.8  (1979).  In  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  take,  the 
Commission  will  consider  all  protests 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  does  not  become  a  party  to  the 
proceeding.  To  become  a  party,  or  to 
participate  in  any  hearing,  a  person 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

Any  protest  or  petition  to  intervene 
must  be  filed  on  or  before  April  21, 1980. 
After  this  date  the  Commission  will 
investigate  the  proposed  development 
and  determine  whether  an  application 
for  a  FERC  license  will  be  required  for 
the  project. 

The  declaration  of  intention  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  is  available 
for  public  inspection.  The  Commission’s 
address  is:  825  North  Capitol  Street, 

N.E..  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

Kenneth  F.  Plinnb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7788  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BIUJNO  CODE  S4S0-M-M 
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(Docket  No.  CP80-255] 

Algonquin  Gas  Transmission  Co.; 
Application 

March  7, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  25, 1980, 
Algonquin  Gas  Transmission  Company 
(Applicant).  1284  Soldiers  Field  Road, 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02135,  filed  in 
docket  No.  CP80-255  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  so  as  to 
authorize  a  20-year  long-term  storage 
and  redelivery  service  to  its  nominating 
customers  under  its  Rate  Schedule  STB, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  herein  a  new 
storage  service  (STB  service)  to  replace 
the  present  short-tmm  service  pursuant 
to  its  Rate  Schedule  S-T.  which  is  to 
terminate  on  April  15, 1980.  It  is  stated 
that  the  voliunes  which  would  be  stored 
under  the  proposed  STB  service  would 
be  7,743,108  i^lion  Btu  per  annum, 
compared  with  7,228,000  million  Btu 
being  stored  under  the  S-T  storage 
service. 

It  is  stated  that  the  proposed  STB 
service  would  be  offered  in  conjunction 
vdth  a  storage  and  redelivery 
arrangement  with  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation  (Texas 
Eastern)  which  Texas  Eastern  is  making 
available  from  arrangements  with 
Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(Consolidated).  Applicant  states  that 
Texas  Eastern  has  filed  an  application 
in  Docket  No.  CP80-170  for  the  servi^ 
that  Applicant  would  render;  and  that 
Applicant  has  been  informed  that 
Consolidated  has  filed  an  appropriate 
amendment  to  its  authorization  in 
Docket  No.  CP77-325  for  its  service  to 
Texas  Eastern. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
long-term  service  would  commence 
Ap^  16, 1980.  It  is  further  stated  that  the 
proposed  service  by  Texas  Eastern 
would  be  rendered  under  its  proposed 
Rate  Schedule  SS-IL 

It  is  stated  that  the  STB  service  is 
proposed  to  be  a  firm  service  as  long  as 
the  quantities  of  STB  gas  are  taken 
within  the  sum  of  the  contract  maximum 
daily  quantities  (MDQ)  otherwise 
deliverable  imder  firm  Rate  Schedules 
F-1  and  WS-1. 

It  is  further  stated  that  the  service 
provides  for  deliveries  of  quantities  in 
excess  of  the  sum  of  F-1  and  WS-1 
MDQ’s  otherwise  deliverable  to  the 
extent  Applicant  determines  it  can  make 
such  deliveries  and  agrees  to  them  in 
advance. 


Applicant  states  that  under  the 
current  proposal.  Applicant  would  store 
and  deliver  gas  to  the  following 
customers  in  the  quantities  tabulated 
subject  to  fuel  reduction.  It  is  stated  that 
such  ^as  would  in  turn  be  stored  and 
delivered  to  Applicant  under  a  storage 
service  agreement  with  Texas  Eastern 
extending  through  April  15, 2000.  The 
referenced  quantities  are  as  follows: 


Million  Bhi  ^Ml  basis) 

Backup  Backis) 

storaga  storagadbily 
seasonal  datnand 

capacity 

Bay  State  Qas  Company - - - 

665,181 

7,391 

3,439,100 

31,264 

Capa  Cod  Qas  ComiMuiy _ _ 

687,620 

0;626 

Commonwealth  Qas  Company 

580,560 

6.560 

Connecticut  Qas  Company,  The — 

557,134 

6,190 

Connecticut  Natural  Qas 

I 

Corporation . - 

486.367 

4,422 

Fal  River  Qas  Company 

176,668 

1,065 

Mkfcfleborough,  Mass..  Town  of _ 

2,028 

33 

North  Attteboro  Qas  Company 

8,843 

96 

Nondch,  Conn.,  Cfiy  of. _ — 

36,563 

609 

Providanca  Qas  Company . . 

795,906 

6S43 

Southern  Connecticut  Qas 

Company,  The . . . 

207,728 

2,751 

1 

Total - 

7,743,106 

79,942 

The  total  quantity  of  gas  to  be  stored 
under  Rate  Schedule  STB  is  7,743,108 
million  Btu  as  compared  with  the  * 
7,228,000  million  Btu  authorized  for  S-T 
service. 

Applicant  proposes  to  charge  a  four- 
part  rate  for  the  proposed  service,  as 
follows: 

Demand  charge:  $2.6583  per  month  per 
million  Btu  of  Buyer's  backup  storage 
demand. 

Storage  Capacity  charge:  $.0469  per 
month  per  million  Btu  of  Buyer’s  backup 
storage  capacity. 

Injection  Charge:  $.0102  per  million 
Btu  of  gas  injected  into  storage  under 
Rate  Schedule  STB  for  Buyer’s  account 
diuing  the  month. 

Withdrawal  charge:  $.0261  per  million 
of  gas  withdrawn  from  storage  under 
Rate  Schedule  STB  for  Buyer’s  account 
and  delivered  to  Buyer  during  the 
month. 

Applicant  in  its  rate  case  in  Docket 
No.  RP80-72  proposed  to  convert  to  a 
dry  million  Btu  l^sis  of  measurement. 

At  such  time  as  the  dry  measurement 
basis  takes  effect  the  above-stated 
quantities  would  be  changed  to  an 
equivalent  dry  basis  in  accordance  with 
the  proposed  tariff  provision  in  Secticm  6 
.  of  Proposed  1st  Revised  Sheet  No.  110  of 
Applicant’s  FERC  Gas  Tariff.  1st 
Revised  Volmne  No.  1.  It  is  stated  that 
the  quantities  cm  a  dry  basis  would  be 
as  follows: 


Milfion  Btu  (dry  baaia) 

storaga  storage  daly 
seasonal  Demand 
capacity 

Bay  Stale  Qas  Company - 

676,960 

1JS22 

Boston  Qas  Company  ~ 

3,500,000 

31,818 

Cape  Cod  Qas  Company - - 

700,000 

10,000 

Commonwealth  Qas  Company,— 

600,000 

6,666 

Connecticut  Qas  Company,  The._ 

567,000 

6,300 

Connecticut  Natural  Qas 

495,000 

4,500 

Fall  FOver  Qas  Company...... _ 

180,000 

2,000 

MkkOsborough,  Maw.,  Town  of— .._ 

2,064 

34 

North  Attleboro  Qas  Com^wny - 

9,000 

100 

Norwich,  Conn.  CMy  of . . 

37,200 

620 

Providenco  Qas  Company _ — ... 

810,000 

9,000 

Southern  CormecOcul  Qas 

Company,  The - - - 

303,000 

2300 

Total - 

7,880,224 

61,360 

It  is  stated  that  wdiile  Applicant’s  STB 
customers  have  indicated  hat  they  are 
not  in  agreement  with  the  level  and 
design  of  the  initial  STB  rate.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  state  that  those 
customers  support  this  application  as 
long  as  the  Commission’s  order  issuing  a 
cer^cate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  in  tins  proceeding  is 
specifidally  con^tioned  to  provide  as 
follows: 

“Rate  Schedule  STB  and  any  issues 
with  respect  to  the  proposed  STB  rate 
shall  be  consolidated  with  and  reserved 
feu*  resolution  in  Applicant’s  general 
Section  4  rate  increase  proceeding  in 
Docket  No.  RP80-72.’’ 

Applicant  also  seeks  authorization  to 
permit  its  customers  to  transfer  to  the 
new  service  any  quantities  remaining  in 
storage  under  the  S-T  service  on  April 
15, 1980.  Applicant  states  that  this  is  a 
practical  alternative  to  compelling  such 
customers  to  make  unnecessary 
withdrawals  of  gas  for  use  before  it  is 
needed  thus  forcing  them  to  back  off 
their  receipts  of  gas  under  ^plicant’s 
Rate  Schedule  F-l,  and  requiring  them 
to  take  equivalent  quantities,  under  that 
schedule  if  available,  for  reinjection  into 
the  same  storage  facilities  for  use  in  the 
winter  of  1980-1981. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  March  * 
2^  1980,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
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any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  it  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  su^  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Do&  aO-7787  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  64S0-85-M 


[Docket  No.  TA80-2-31  (PGA80-2,  IPR80-2. 
LFUT  80-2)1 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co.;  Filing  of 
Revised  Tariff  Sheets  Reflecting  Tariff 
Adjustment 

March  6, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  29, 1980 
Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Company 
(Arkla)  tendered  for  filing  22nd  Revised 
Sheet  No.  4  and  1st  Revised  Sheet  No. 
4A  to  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff  First  Revised 
Volume  No.  1,  Rate  Schedule  No.  G-2,  to 
become  effective  April  1, 1980. 

Arkla  states  that  the  purpose  of  22nd 
Revised  Sheet  No.  4  is  to  (1)  reflect  the 
cost  of  purchased  gas  for  the  six  months 
period  commencing  April  1, 1980,  (2) 
recover  the  accumulated  deferred  gas 
costs  as  of  December  31, 1979,  (3)  set 
forth  the  reduced  PGA  and  estimated 
incremental  pricing  surcharges  to  be 
billed  during  the  PGA  period  as 
contained  on  1st  Revised  Sheet  No.  4A 
and  (4)  to  reflect  a  revision  in  the 
Louisiana  First  Use  Tax  Adjustments 
effective  April  1, 1980. 

Arkla  states  that  the  purpose  of  22nd 
Revised  Sheet  No.  4  is  to  (1)  reflect  the 
cost  of  purchased  gas  for  the  six  months 
period  commencing  April  1, 1980,  (2) 
recover  the  accumulated  deferred  gas 
costs  as  of  December  31, 1979,  (3)  set 
forth  the  reduced  PGA  and  estimated 
incremental  pricing  surcharges  to  be 
billed  during  the  PGA  period  as 


contained  on  1st  Revised  Sheet  No.  4A 
and  (4)  to  reflect  a  revision  in  the 
Louisiana  First  Use  Tax  Adjustments 
effective  April  1, 1980. 

Arkla  also  states  that  copies  of  the 
revised  tariff  sheet  and  supporting  data 
are  being  mailed  to  Arkla’s 
jurisdictional  customers  and  other 
interested  parties  affected  by  this  tariff 
change. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  Petition 
to  Intenrene  or  Protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8. 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  March  24, 
1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  Petition  to 
Intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  88-7788  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNO  CODE  64S0-«5-M 


[Project  No.  2982] 

Belmont,  N.H.;  Application  for 
Preliminary  Permit 

March  6, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  10, 1979, 
the  Town  of  Belmont,  New  Hampshire 
(Applicant),  filed  an  application  for  a 
preliminary  permit  [pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  USC  §§  791(a)- 
825(r)]  for  the  proposed  Lochmere 
Project,  FERC  No.  2982,  that  would  be 
located  on  the  Winnipesaukee  River  and 
utilize  the  existing  Lochmere  Dam  near 
the  towns  of  Belmont  and  Tilton, 
Balknap  County,  New  Hampshire.  The 
former  owner  of  the  power  facilities. 
Public  Service  Company  of  New 
Hampshire  (PSC),  discontinued  power 
generation  at  the  project  in  the  late 
1960*s.  The  ownership  was  then 
transferred  to  the  New  Hampshire 
Water  Resources  Board. 

Correspondence  with  the  Applicant  on 
this  matter  should  be  addressed  to:  Mr. 
Philip  Tarr,  Administrative  Assistant, 
Town  Hall,  Belmont,  New  Hampshire 
03220. 

Purpose  of  the  Project— Voviet 
generated  by  the  project  would  be  sold 
to  PSC. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
Under  Permit — ^The  work  proposed 


under  this  preliminary  permit  would  ^ 
include  preliminary  designs,  an 
economic  analysis,  preparation  of 
preliminary  engineering  plans,  and  a 
study  of  environmnental  impacts.  Based 
on  results  of  these  studies.  Applicant 
would  decide  whether  to  proceed  with 
more  detailed  studies  and  the 
preparation  of  an  application  for  license 
to  rehabilitate  and  operate  the  project 
Applicant  estimated  that  the  work  to  be 
performed  under  this  preliminary  permit 
would  cost  $50,000. 

Project  Description. — ^The  project 
would  consist  essentially  of:  (1)  the 
existing  diversion  dam,  built  in  1910, 
approximately  200  feet  long  and  20  feet 
hi^,‘  (2)  a  reservoir  450  yards  long  when 
2-foot-ldgh  flashboards  are  installed , 
having  negligible  storage  capacity,  (3)  a 
redeveloped  power  canal  60  feet  long; 

(4)  a  new  penstock  inlet  structure;  (5) 
two  existing  penstocks,  approximately 
500  feet  long;  and  (6)  a  redeveloped  25 
by  75  foot  power  station.  A  study  will  be 
made  to  determine  whether  retrofitting 
the  existing  power  station  or 
constructing  a  new  station  would  be 
more  cost  effective. 

Two  tube-type  turbines  having  a  total 
rated  capacity  of  about  800  kW  would 
be  instaUed  in  the  power  station.  The 
available  head  is  approximately  16  feet, 
and  the  median  flow  of  the 
Winnipesaukee  River  is  about  530  cfs. 
Estimated  average  annual  output  is 
4,790,000  kWh. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit — A 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  the 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and  - 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project,  the  market  for  power, 
and  all  other  information  necessary  for 
inclusion  in  an  application  for  a  license. 
In  this  instance,  the  Application  seeks  a 
36-month  permit. 

Agency  Comments — ^Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  fi'om  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  confined  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
consistent  with  the  purpose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  other 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presiuned  to  have  no  comments. 
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Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  &e  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  May  12, 1980,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  or  a  notice 
of  intent  to  ^e  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  hie  die 
competing  application  no  later  than  July 
11, 1980.  A  notice  of  intent  must  conform 
with  the  requirements  of  18  CFR  4.33  (b) 
and  (c)  [as  amended  44  FR  61328, 
October  25, 1979).  A  competing 
application  must  conform  with  the 
requirements  of  18  CFR  4.33  (a)  and  (d) 
(as  amended,  44  FR  61328,  October  25, 
1979). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — ^Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any- protest  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  ^actice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  §  1.8  or  $  1.10  (1979). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §  1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commisison’s 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  12, 1980.  The  Commisison's 
address  is:  825  North  Capitol  Street, 

N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7789  Filed  3-13-80: 8:45  amj 
BILUNQ  CODE  6480-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-260] 

Black  Hills  Power  &  Light  Co.; 
Cancellation  of  Rate  Schedule 

March  6, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  29, 1980, 
Black  Hills  Power  &  Light  Company 
(Black  Hills)  tendered  for  filing  a  notice 
of  cancellation  of  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  18  Supplement  No.  4. 

Black  Hills  states  that  the  proposed 
expiration  date  is  January  7, 1980. 

The  cancellation  of  Rate  Schedule  No. 
18  is  caused  by  the  Company  entering 
into  an  agreement  with  Uie  Town  of 


Upton,  Wyoming  to  manage  and  operate 
Upton’s  electric  system. 

Ajiy  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  March 
1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  89-7780  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6450-6S-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-257] 

Boston  Edison  Co.;  Filing 

March  6. 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following:  Take  notice  that  Boston 
Edison  Company  (“Edison")  on 
February  28, 1980,  tendered  for  filing 
Exhibit  D  for  Contract  Demand  Service 
to  the  Town  of  Reading  (Massachusetts) 
Municipal  Light  Department.  The  new 
Exhibit  D  contains  Reading’s 
specifications  of  its  contract  demand 
and  transmission  service  requirements 
for  the  period  November  1, 1982  to 
October  31, 1983. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  March  25, 
1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7781  Filed  3-13-80;  &45  am] 

BHXINQ  CODE  64SO-85-M 


[Docket  Na  ID-1888] 

Alexander  B.  Chisholm;  Application 

March  6, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  28, 1980, 
Alexander  B.  Chisholm  (Applicant),  filed 
an  application  pursuant  to  Action 
305(b)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  to  hold 
the  following  positions: 

Vice  President,  Orange  and  Rockland, 
Utilities,  bic..  Public  Utility. 

Vice  President,  Rockland  Electric  Company, 
Pablic  Utility. 

Vice  President,  Pike  County  Light  &  Power 
Company,  Public  Utility. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
protest  safd  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  and  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  April  4, 1980.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  foe  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  foe  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  foe 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7792  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  Nos.  RP75-62  and  SA79-30J 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.;  Offer  of 
Settiement 

March  6, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  3, 1980, 
Cities  Service  Gas  Company  (Cities 
Service)  filed,  pursuant  to  Section 
1.18(e)  of  foe  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  F*rocedure,  an  offer  of 
settlement  in  foe  form  of  a  Stipulation 
and  Agreement  together  with  an 
explanatory  statement  and  a  proposed 
form  of  order  approving  foe  Stipulation. 
Attached  to  Cities  Service’s  explanatory 
statement  is  an  Estimated  Annual 
Supply,  Demand,  Served  and 
Curtailment  by  Priority  projection  for 
foe  years  1980-1989.  Cities  Service 
alleges  foe  Stipulation  and  Agreement  is 
either  agreed  to  or  not  opposed  by  any 
party  to  Docket  Nos.  RP75-62  or  SA70- 
30. 

Article  I  of  foe  Stipulation  provides 
for  ch2inges  in  Cities  Service’s  presently 
effective  curtailment  plan  and  foe  filing 
of  revised  tariff  sheets  as  follows: 
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Article  13  of  the  General  Terms  and 
Conditions  of  Volume  No.  1  of  Cities 
Service’s  FERC  Gas  Tariff  shall  be 
revised  (1)  to  implement  Section  401  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
(NGPA),  (2)  to  provide  for  the  future 
implementation  of  Section  402  of  the 
NGPA,  (3)  to  eliminate  Section  8,  which 
prohibits  the  attachment  of  certain 
lower  priority  industrial  and  commercial 
customers,  (4)  to  eliminate  Section  9, 
which  provides  for  the  granting  of 
exemptions  in  order  to  implement 
Section  401  of  the  NGPA  on  an  interim 
basis,  and  (5)  to  restructure  the 
provision  for  emergency  exemption  from 
curtailment  in  Section  5. 

Acceptance  of  the  Stipulation  and 
Agreement  by  the  Commission  would 
provide  for  the  following  revised  priority 
of  service  categories  on  the  Qties 
Service  system: 

Category  /.  Residential  requirements; 
commercial  requirements  of  less  than 
1,000  Mcf  per  month,  schools,  hospitals 
and  similar  institutions;  and  other  uses 
the  curtailment  of  which  the  Secretary 
of  Energy  determines  would  endanger 
life,  health,  or  maintenance  of  physical 
property. 

Category  II.  Commercial  requirements 
of  1,000  Mcf  per  month  or  more,  but  less 
than  3,000  Mcf  per  month;  industrial  and 
essential  agricultural  requirements  of 
less  than  3,000  Mcf  per  month;  and  plant 
protection  requirements  of  commercial, 
industrial  and  essential  agricultural 
users. 

Category  III.  All  other  essential 
agricultural  requirements  for  which  no 
determination  has  been  made  by  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
in  consultation  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  that  an  alternate  fuel  is 
economically  practicable  and 
reasonably  available. 

Category  IV.  Essential  industrial 
process  and  feedstock  requirements 
which  have  been  designated  by  the 
Secretary  of  Energy  and  which  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
had  determined  do  not  have  a 
reasonable  available  and  economically 
practicable  alternate  fuel. 

Category  V.  All  other  industrial  or 
commercial  feedstock  or  process 
requirements. 

Category  VI.  All  commercial  and 
industrial  requirements  not  otherwise 
specihed. 

Category  VII.  All  other  commercial 
and  industrial  requirements  of  more 
than  300  Mcf  per  day  but  less  than  1,500 
Mcf  per  day  where  alternate  fuel 
capabilities  can  meet  such  requirements. 

Category  VIII.  All  other  commercial 
and  industrial  requirements  of  1,500  Mcf 
per  day  or  more  but  less  than  3,000  Mcf 


per  day,  where  alternate  fuel 
capabilities  can  meet  such  requirements. 

Category  IX.  All  other  commercial 
and  industrial  requirements  of  3,000  Mcf 
per  day  or  more  but  less  than  10,000  Mcf 
per  day,  where  alternate  fiiel 
capabilities  can  meet  such  requirements. 

Category  X.  All  other  commercial  and 
industrial  requirments  of  10,000  Mcf  per 
day  or  more,  where  alternate  fuel 
capabilities  can  meet  such  requirements. 

Article  I  of  the  Stipulation  further 
provides  for  the  filing,  by  March  13. 

1980,  of  a  report  showing  the 
requirements  reclassified  into  priority 
categories  I,  U,  and  III  piursuant  to  the 
regulations  promulgated  by  the 
Commission’s  Order  Nos.  29  and  55  and 
a  general  explanation  of  the  procedures 
and  methods  utilized  in  such 
reclassification  by  the  Data  Verification 
Committee  (DVC). 

Article  K  of  the  Stipulation  provides 
that  Cities  Service  shall  be  authorized  to 
permit  load  growth  by  both  direct  and 
indirect  customers  in  all  priority 
categories  except  requirements  for 
electrical  generation  for  resale  in 
priority  categories  VI  through  X  unless 
such  service  will  displace  fuel  oil 
Except  for  the  Commission’s  Staff,  no 
party  may  oppose  an  application  by 
Cities  Service  on  the  ground  that  it  will 
serve  new  customers  in  priority 
categories  I  and  11  except  dining  periods 
when  the  Cities  Service  system  is 
subject  to  a  fixed  index  of  requirements 
(Index)  under  Article  III. 

Artide  III  of  the  Stipulation  provides 
that  a  fixed  index  of  requirements  shall 
not  be  required  on  the  Cities  Service 
system  until  Cities  Service’s  curtailment 
of  industrial  or  commercial  process  and 
feedstock  requirements  initially 
classified  in  priority  V  exceeds  21  full 
equivalent  days  of  curtailment  during 
any  twelve-month  period  ending  June  30 
while  the  Stipulation  is  in  effect,  with 
the  21  days  to  be  adjusted  for  normal 
degree  day  deficiency  during  the 
pertinent  months  of  December.  January 
and  February.  Cities  Service  is  required 
to  file  an  annual  report  showing  whether 
such  degree  of  curtailment  has  occurred. 
Cities  Service  states  this  provision  is 
based  on  the  Initial  Dedsion  of  October 
29, 1979,  and  reflects  appropriate 
modifications  thereto  agreed  upon  by 
the  parties  to  reflect  current  conditions 
on  the  Cities  Service  system. 

Article  IV  of  the  Stipulation  outlines 
those  situations  where  the  Commission 
shall  waive  implementation  of  the  fixed 
index  of  requirements.  Artide  IV  further 
provides  the  grounds  and  procedures  for 
seeking  relief  from  the  implementation 
of  the  Index. 

Artide  V  of  the  Stipulation  is  entitled. 
Detriggering  of  Index  and  outlines  those 


circumstances  whereby  Cities  Service 
regains  the  right  to  implement 
curtailment  without  utilizations  of  the 
Index.  This  article  also  provides  for 
certain  reports  to  be  filed  and 
procedures  to  be  followed  with  regard  to 
detriggering  the  Index. 

Artide  VI  of  the  Stiuplation  specifies 
the  requirements  to  be  included  in  the 
fixed  Index  if  it  is  triggered,  procedures 
for  the  filing  of  the  Index  and  revised 
tariff  sheets  to  implement  the  Index,  and 
the  effective  date  of  the  Index  and  such 
tariff  sheets. 

Articles  VII,  VUI  and  IX  of  the 
Stipulation  contain  the  implementation 
procedure  for  curtailment  with  the 
Index.  Overrun  penalty  provisions  and 
alternate  implementation  procedures  for 
small  customers  (under  2,000,000  Mcf 
annual  requirements)  and  large 
customers  (over  2,000,000  Mcf  annual 
requirements)  are  outlined. 

Artide  X  of  the  Stipulation  provides 
that  no  party  to  the  proceeding,  with  the 
exception  of  the  Commission  Staff,  may 
oppose  in  any  manner  any  applications 
filed  by  Cities  Service  to  transport 
voliunes  of  gas  for  any  direct  or  indirect 
customer  served  by  the  Cities  Service 
system  if  (1)  the  gas  was  acquired  by  the 
customer  by  virtue  of  its  contribution  to 
an  exploration  and  development 
program,  (2)  the  transportation  is  subject 
to  the  avaifability  of  capadty  on  Cities 
Service’s  system,  (3)  the  gas  will  be  used 
to  offset  curtailment  of  feedstock, 
process  or  plant  protection 
requirements. 

Artide  XI  of  the  Stipulation  sets  forth 
certain  limitations  as  to  the 
modifications  of  the  Stipulation  which 
may  be  requested  while  it  is  in  effect 
and  provides  for  the  filing  of  petitions  to 
require  compliance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Stipulation. 

Artide  XII  of  the  Stipulation  states 
that  the  parties  to  the  Stipulation  shall 
file  to  withdraw  their  pending  petitions 
to  review  in  the  Tenth  Circuit  Court  of 
Appeals  in  Case  Nos.  77-1781,  et  ai, 
upon  the  Commission’s  order  approving 
the  Stipulation  becoming  final  and 
nonappealable. 

Article  XUI  of  the  Stipulation  states 
its  term  shall  be  for  the  period  ending 
December  31. 1984. 

Article  XTV  of  the  Stipulation  states 
that  the  approval  of  the  Stipulation  by 
the  Commission  shall  constitute  (1)  the 
granting  of  Cities  Service’s  application 
for  adjustment  in  Docket  No.  SA79-30 
and  any  other  adjustments  or  waivers  of 
the  Commission’s  Regulations  required 
to  fully  effectuate  all  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Stipulation,  (2)  the  termination  of 
procedures  as  to  the  Initial  Dedsion 
issued  October  29. 1979  in  Docket  No. 
RP75-62,  and  (3)  the  termination  of  the 
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proceedings  in  Docket  Nos.  RP75-62  and 
SA79-30. 

Article  XV  of  the  Stipidation  recites 
that  the  Stipulation  is  hied  pursuant  to 
1.18(e)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  and  that  the 
Stipulation  is  a  negotiated  settlement 
and  does  not  reflect  agreement  on  any 
concept,  theory  or  principle. 

Attached  to  the  Stipulation  and 
Agreement,  as  Appendix  A,  were  five  (5) 
proposed  tariff  sheets  which  would 
amend  the  General  Terms  and 
Conditions  of  Cities  Service  FERC  Gas 
Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1. 

Cities  Service  states  a  copy  of  the 
Stipulation  and  Agreement  and  all 
documents  filed  with  the  Commission 
have  been  served  on  all  parties  to  the 
proceedings  in  RP75-62  and  SA79-30 
and  all  persons  required  by  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  to  be  served. 
Copies  of  the  Stipulation  and  Agreement 
and  all  docmnents  filed  in  Docket  Nos. 
RP75-62  and  SA79-30  are  on  file  at  the 
Commission’s  offices  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  on 
the  settlement  of  Docket  Nos.  RP75-62 
and  SA79^0  shall  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission.  825 
North  Capital  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  initial  comments  on  or 
before  March  24, 1980  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  April  3. 1980. 

All  comments  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
taken  biit  will  not  serve  to  make  those 
filing  parties  to  the  proceedings.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
these  proceedings  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  therein  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary, 

(FR  Doc.  80-7793  FUed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  64S0-8S-M 


[Docket  No.  CP80-253] 

Delta  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Inc.;  Application 

March  7. 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  20, 

1980,*  Delta  Natural  Gas  Company,  Inc. 
(Applicant],  Route  1,  Box  30-A, 
Winchester,  Kentucky  40391,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP80-253  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  ffie  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  Section  284.222(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  for  a 


'  The  application  was  initially  tendered  for  filing 
on  February  20, 1978;  however,  the  fee  required  by 
Section  159.1  of  the  Regulations  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  (18  CFR  159.1)  was  not  paid  until  February 
25, 1980;  thus,  the  filing  was  not  completed  until  the 
latter  date. 


certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  for  authorization  to  render 
transportation  service  for  another 
interstate  pipeline  company,  for  a  two- 
year  period,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  requests  blanket 
authorization  to  transport  or  displace 
natural  gas  on  behalf  of  its  subsidiary. 
Laurel  Valley  Pipeline  Company  (Laurel 
Valley)  from  an  interconnection  with 
Laurel  Valley’s  facilities  in  Bell  Coimty, 
Kentucky,  to  Columbia  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation  (Columbia)  in 
Clay  County.  Kentucky,  for  a  period  of 
two  years. 

It  is  asserted  that  the  charge  for  such 
transportation  service  would  be  25.0 
cents  per  Mcf  and  that  the  displacement 
charge  would  be  6.0  cents  per  Mcf. 

It  is  stated  that  the  gas  to  be 
transported  or  displaced  would  be  sold 
by  Laurel  Valley  to  Columbia  pursuant 
to  Section  311(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  March 
28, 1980,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Conunission,  Washington. 
D.C.  20426.  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  ’ 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed;  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 


Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for.  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary.  \ 

pni  Doc.  80-7796  FUed  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLINO  CODE  6450-8S-M 


[Docket  Nos.  RP72-134,  et  al.) 

Eastern  Shore  Natural  Gas  Company, 
et  al.;  Filing  of  Pipeline  Refund  Reports 
and  Refund  Plans 

March  6. 1980. 

Take  notice  that  the  pipelines  listed  in 
the  Appendix  hereto  have  submitted  to 
the.  Commission  for  filing  proposed 
refimd  reports  or  refund  plans.  The  date 
of  filing,  docket  number,  and  type  of 
filing  are  also  shown  on  the  Appendix. 

Any  person  wishing  to  do  so  may 
submit  comments  in  writing  concerning 
the  subject  refund  reports  and  plans.  All 
such  comments  should  be  filed  with  or 
mailed  to  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capital  Street 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  March  21, 1980.  Copies  of  the 
respective  filings  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Appendix 


Company 

Rung 

date 

Docket  Type 

No.  (ili^ 

Eastern  Shore  Natural 
Gas  Co.. 

2/12/80 

RP72-134.„  Report 

South  Georgia  Natural 
Gas  Co.. 

2/21/80 

G-191S _ Report 

Trancontinental  Gas 
Pipe  Lina  Corp- 

2,'29/80 

RP77-108™  Report. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7798  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  e4SO-85-M 

[Docket  No.  RP73-107  et  al.) 


East  Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Co.; 
Report  of  Refunds 

March  6, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  26. 1980, 
East  Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Company 
(East  Tennessee)  filed  a  report  of 
refunds  made  to  its  LTSS  customers  on 
February  26, 1980.  East  Tennessee  states 
that  these  refunds  result  from  a 
$46,391.92  refund  which  it  received  from 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a 
Division  of  Tenneco  Inc.  on  January  11, 
1980. 

East  Tennessee  states  that  copies  of 
the  filing  have  been  mailed  to  all  of  its 
LTSS  ciutomers  and  affected  state 
regulatory  commission. 
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Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
•protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E..  Washington. 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  March  21, 
1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Conunission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  t^en,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene:  provided,  however,  that  any 
person  who  has  previously  filed  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  this  proceeding 
is  not  required  to  file  a  further  petition. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Pliunb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80— 7797  FUed  }-13-80i  8;46  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  64S0-S5-M 

(Docket  Nos.  CS71-322,  et  aL] 

Applications  for  “Small  Producer” 
Certificates ' 

March  7. 1980. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the 
Applicants  listed  herein  has  filed  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  Section  157.40 
of  the  Regulations  thereimder  for  a 
“small  producer”  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  sale  for  resale  and  delivery  of 
natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
applications  which  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  10  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions  to 
intervene.  'Ilierefore,  any  {>er8on 
desiring  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any 
protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  March 
14, 1980,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  <x  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Conunission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 

'Thit  notice  doe*  not  mtivide  for  consolidatioa 
for  hearing  of  the  several  matters  covwed  herein. 


Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  herein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdication  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
by  Section  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will 
be  held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  on  all  applications  in  which 
no  petition  to  intervene  is  filed  within 
the  time  required  herein  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  believes  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificates  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  V\^ere  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  where  the  Commission  in  its 
own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  &e  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Docket  No. 

Date  filed 

Applicant 

CS71-322 

2/20/73 

.Cotton  Petroleum 

Corporation,  (Cotton 
Petroleum  Company),  2121 
South  Columbia  Street, 
Tulsa,  OWs  741 14. 

csso-ss _ 

2/25/80 

Guardian  Exploration,  Ltd.— 
19798,  Suite  3540,  Two 
ASen  Center.  Houiion, 

Texas  77002. 

CS80-89 _ 

2/26/80 

J.  C.  Thompson,  1700 
Broadway,  Suite  1219, 
Denver,  Colorado  80290. 

CS80-90... . 

2/26/80 

Jack  Berentz,  Box  428, 

Eureka.  Kansas  67045. 

CS80-91 _ 

2/27/80 

Dwight  D;  Sutherland,  4000 

Main  SL,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

'  Being  noticed  to  reflect  amendment  to  smalt  producer  cer. 
tificate  to  redesignate  the  name  of  certificate  holder. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7795  Filed  3-13-80;  8;45  am] 

BItXINQ  CODE  e450-8S-M 

[No.  154] 

Determinations  by  Jurisdictional 
Agencies  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Policy 
Act  of  1978 

Febraary  27, 1980. 

The  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  received  notices  from  the 
jurisdictional  agencies  listed  below  of 
determinations  pursuant  to  18  CFR 
274.104  and  applicable  to  the  indicated 
wells  pursuant  to  the  Natural  Gas  Policy 
Act  of  1978. 


Colorado  Oil  and  Gas  Conservatioa 
Conunission 

1.  Control  number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  Block  No. 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  Received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaser(s) 

1.  80-14608/79-656 

2.  05-001-07380-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Champlin  ^8  Amoco  C  Unit  Well  #1 

6.  Wattenberg 

7.  Adams  Co 

8. 110.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-14609/79-657 

2.  05-001-07379-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Champlin  78  Amoco  D  Well  #1 

6.  Wattenberg 

7.  Adams  Co 

8.  36.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-14610/79-682 

2.  05-123-09574-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Champlin  542  Amoco  A  Well  #1 

6.  Wattenberg 

7.  Weld  Co 

8.  35.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-14611/79-685 

2.  05-123-09656-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Elizabeth  W  Graham  Unit  C  Well  #1 

6.  Wattenberg 

7.  Weld  Co 

8. 114.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  86-14612/79-679 

2.  05-123-09668-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  UPRR  43  Pan  Am  GU  O  #1 

6.  Wattenberg 

7.  Weld  Co 

8. 156.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-14613/79-683 

2.  05-123-09636-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  UPRR  39  Amoco  D  Well  #3 

6.  Aristocrat 

7.  Weld  Co 

8. 171.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  86-14614/79-681 

2.  05-123-09536-6000 
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3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Prodnctioa  Co 

5.  UPRR  30  Pan  Am  C  WaU  #1 

6.  Aristooat 

7.  Weld  Co 

8. 31.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-14615/79-684 

2.  05-123-09637-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  UPRR  39  Amoco  C  Well  #2 

6.  Aristocrat 

7.  Weld  Co. 

8.  210.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980  * 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-14616/79-680 

2.  05-123-09635-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  UPRR  39  Amoco  D  Well  #2 

6.  Aristocrat 

7.  Weld  Co 

8.  57.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-14617/7&-588 

2.  05-123-09475-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  PhilUp  S  Me  Coy  G  U  D  #1 

6.  Wattenberg 

7.  Weld  Co 

8.  200.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-14618/79-589 
2. 05-123-09575-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  UPRR  53  Pan  Am  N  #1 

6.  Wattenbeig 

7.  Weld  Co 

8. 71.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1. 80-14619/79-591 

2.  05-001-07345-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Boxelder  I  #1 

6.  Wildcat 

7.  Adams  Co 

8.  71.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-14620/79-593 

2.  05-001-07337-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  UPRR  24  Pan  Am  D  #1 

6.  Jamboree 

7.  Adams  Co 

8. 164.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-14621/79-592 
2.05-123-09429-0000 

3.103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  UPRR  39  Pan  Am  D  #1 

6.  Aristocrat 

7.  Weld  Co 


8. 147.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panha^le  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 
1.  89-14622/79-863 

2. 05-001-07372-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  State  of  Colorado  AI  #1 

6.  Warlock 

7.  Adams  Co 

8. 83.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 
1.  89-14623/79-872 

2. 05-123-09579-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Champlin  366  Amoco  Unit  C  #1 

6.  Wattenberg 

7.  Weld  CO 

8. 271.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-14624/76-618 

2. 05-123-09586-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Gordon  Turkey  Farms  Unit  D  #1 

6.  Wattenberg 

7.  Weld  CO 

8. 107.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-14625/79-617 

2.  05-123-09511-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  UPRR  50  Pan  Am  E  #1 

6.  Wattenberg  - 

7.  Weld  CO 

8. 200.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1. 80- 14626/79-609 
2.  05-123-09578-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Champlin  366  Amoco  Unit  B  Well  #1 

6.  Wattenberg 

7.  Weld  CO 

8. 23.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  89-14627/79-608 

2.  05-123-09534-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Champlin  366  Amoco  D  Well  #1 

6.  Wattenberg 

7.  Weld  CO 

8. 81.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Februaiy  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-14628/79-662 

2. 05-123-07744-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Gottlieb  Gable  Unit  #1 

6.  Wattenberg 

7.  Weld  CO 

8. 19.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1. 80- 14629/79-665 


2. 0S-123-98(M6-0000 

3.108  000  000 

4.  Amooo  Production  Co 

5.  Jacob  T  Bohlandm*  B  #1 

6.  Wattenberg 

7.  Weld  CO 

8. 12.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5. 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-14630/79-522 

2. 05-067-06067-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Craig  Gas  Unit  #1 

6.  Ignacio  Blanco  Dakota 

7.  La  Plata  CO 

8. 19.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  89-14631/79-628 

2.  05-001-97224-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Champlin  75  Amoco  H  #1 

6.  Wattenberg 

7.  Weld  CO 

8. 9.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-14632/79-629 

2. 05-123-07295-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Charles  W  Leitz  #1 

6.  Wattenberg 

7.  Weld  CO 

8. 18.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  89-14633/79-630 
2. 05-123-07996-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Wayne  D  Hibbs  Unit  #1 

6.  Wattenberg 

7.  Weld  CO 

8. 19.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1. 80- 14634/79-631 

2.  05-123-07745-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Lewis  C  Camp  B  Unit  #1 

6.  Wattenberg 

7.  Weld  CO 

8. 18.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 
1.  89-14635/79-764 
2.05-001-06688-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  UPRR  23  Pan  American  F  #1 

6.  Ambush 

7.  Adams  CO 

8. 11.5  million  cubic  feet  ' 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1. 80- 14636/79-664 
2. 05-123-09283-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Champlin  525  Amoco  A  #1 

6.  Wattenberg 
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!  7.  Weld  CO 

2. 05-125-06198-000 

7.  Weld,  CO 

P  8. 8.4  million  cubic  feet 

3.103  000  000 

8. 180.0  million  cubic  feet 

''i  9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Mountain  Petroleum  Corp 

9.  February  5. 1980 

^  10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

5.  Frerichs  1-30 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-14637/79-059 

6.  Vernon 

1.  80-14652/79-646 

r  2. 05-123-07300-0000 

7.  Yuma  CO 

2.  05-001-07446-0000 

i  3. 108  000  000 

8.  2.4  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

9.  Febniary  5, 1980 

4.  Champlin  Petroleum  Co 

5.  UPRR  38  Pan  American  C  #1 

10.  Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Co  IN 

5.  #1  Gorges  41-19 

6.  Wattenberg 

1.  80-14645/79-559 

6.  N  W  Strausburg 

7.  Weld  CO 

2.05-005-06358-000 

7.  Adams,  CO 

8. 10.6  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  55.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Quest  Oil  Co 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

5.  Michaud-State  No  2 

10.  Vessels  Gas  Processing  Co 

1.  80-14638/79-661 

6.  Doubletree 

1.  80-14653/79-576 

2.  05-123-06368-0000 

7.  Arapahoe  CO 

2.  05-067-05501-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  72.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

j  4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Amerada  Hess  Corp 

5.  Russell  Rosales  Gas  Unit  #1 

10.  Sun  Gas  Co 

5.  Miller  MV  Unit  #1 

6.  Wattenberg 

1.  80-14646/79-560 

6.  Ignacio 

7.  Weld  CO 

2.  05-005-06366-000 

-  7.  La  Plata,  CO 

6. 14.3  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 19.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Quest  Oil  Co 

9.  February  5, 1980  — 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

5.  Michaud-State  No  5 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14639/79-666 

6.  Doubletree 

1.  80-14655/79-654 

2. 05-123-07284-0000 

7.  Arapahoe  Co 

2.  05-123-09711-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

8. 108.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Energy  Minerals  Corp 

5.  Buckius  Pooling  Unit  #1 

10.  Sun  Gas  Co 

5.  Anne  State  #1 

6.  Wattenberg 

1.  80-14647/79-561 

6.  Waite  Lake 

7.  Weld  CO 

2.  05-005-06353-0000 

7.  Weld,  CO 

8. 5.5  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 125.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Quest  Oil  Co 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

5.  Michaud-State  No  1 

10.  Crystal  Oil  Co 

1. 80-14840/79-5B 

6.  Doubletree 

1.  80-14656/79-655 

2. 05-121-08439-0000 

7.  Arapahoe  CO 

2. 05-123-09701-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  72.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  C  W  Hughes 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Energy  Minerals  Corp 

5.  #1  Fassler  Nene  34-2N-50W 

10.  Sun  Gas  Co 

5.  #1  Thelma 

6.  Sundown 

1.  80-14648/79-704 

6.  Waite  Lake 

7.  Washington  CO 

2.  05-123-09707-000 

7.  Weld,  CO 

8. 12.2  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 125.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Quest  Oil  Co 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Co 

5.  Amoco-Miller  No  1-7 

10.  Crystal  Exploration  &  Production  Co 

1.  80-14641/78-59 

6.  Spindle 

1.  80-14657/79-220 

2. 05-123-09335-0000 

7.  Weld  CO 

2.  05-001-06295-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  27.4  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

.  4.  Beaver  Mesa  Exploration  Co 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Joseph  B  Gould 

5.  Norris  14^ 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

5.  Piland  1-6 

6.  Wattenberg 

1.  80-14649/79-705 

6.  Hawkeye  Field 

7.  Weld  CO 

2.  05-123-09708-0000 

7.  Adams,  CO 

6. 19.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Quest  Oil  Co 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co  - 

5.  Amoco-Miller  No  2-7 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-14642/79-550 

6.  Spindle 

1.  80-14658/79-645 

2.  05-039-06313-0000 

7.  Weld  Co 

2.  05-121-09342-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  21.9  million  cubic  feet 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Champlin  Petroleum  Co 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Stelbar  Oil  Corp  Inc 

5.  #1  Walter  &  Charlotte  Keen  31-1 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

5.  #1-7  Jim  Price  Cattle  Co 

6.  Doubletree 

1.  80-14650/79-614 

6.  De  Nova 

7.  Elbert  CO 

2.  05-067-06175-0000 

7.  Washington,  CO 

8.  365.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  60.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Joseph  B  Gould 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co 

5.  Ute  D  #6 

10.  Natural  Gas  Pipeline.  Co  of  America 

1.  80-14543/79-552 

6.  Ignacio  Blanco 

1.  80-14659/79-643 

2.  05-123-09681-0000 

7.  La  Plata,  CO 

2.  05-121-09341-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

6.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Champlin  Petroleum  Co 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Stelbar  Oil  Corp  Inc  9 

5.  Aristocrat  Angus  Ranch  41-5 

10.  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp 

5.  #1-10  Jim  Price  Cattle  Co  9 

6.  Aristocrat 

1.  80-14651/79-647 

6.  De  Nova 

7.  Weld  CO 

2.  05-123-09661-0000 

7.  Washington,  CO 

8.  274.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

6.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Nielson  Enterprises  Inc 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co  ' 

5.  Fields  #1 

10.  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co  of  America 

1.  80-14644/79-553 

6.  Wattenberg 

1.  80-14660/79-644 
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2. 05-121-09280-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Stelbar  Oil  Corp  Inc 

5. #l-14KAThiin 

6.  De  Nova 

7.  Washington,  CO 

8. 60.0  million  cubic  feet 
0.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co  of  America 
1.  80-14661/79-658 
2. 05-001-07410-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Champlin  Petroleum  Co 

5.  #1  CPC  Clair  41-35 

6.  Pony 

7.  Adams,  CO 

8.  256.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1960 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-14662/79-579 
2.05-075-08756-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Alexander  C  Boardman 

5.  State  No  1 

6.  Wildcat 

7.  Logan,  CO 

8. 292.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Kansas-Nebraska  Nat  Gas  Co  Inc 
1.  80-14663/79-566 

2. 05-123-09611-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Nielson  Enterprises  Inc 

5.  Melvin  Blake  #1 

6.  Hambert 

7.  Weld,  CO 

8. 360.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-14664/79-580 
2. 05-001-07399-0000 
3. 103,000,000 

4.  Champlin  Petroleum  Co 

5.  #2  Box  Elder  31-21 

6.  Holster 

7.  Adams  CO 

8. 146.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-14665/79-581 

2.  05-001-07395-0000 
3. 103,000,000 

4.  Champlin  Petroleum  Co  '  ^ 

5.  #1  Hosmer  32-29 

6.  Jamboree  Field 

7.  Elbert  CO 

8. 164.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-14666/79-638 
2.05-067-00000-0000 

3. 108,000,000 

4.  J  G  Merrion  &  R  L  Bayless 

5.  Hamilton  #1 

8.  Ignacio-Mesa  Verde 
7.  La  Plata  CO 

8. 15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 
1. 80-14667/79-637 
2.05-067-00000-0000 

3. 108,000,000 

4.  J  G  Meirion  &  R  L  Bayless 

5.  Behrman  #1 


6.  Ignacio-Mesa  Verde 

7.  La  Plata  CO 

8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14668/79-621 

2.  05-001-06276-0000 
3. 103,000,000 

4.  L  &  B  Oil  Co  Inc 

5.  State  of  Colorado  #l-35-2S-63W 

6.  Quail  (proposed) 

7.  Adams  CO 

8. 1500.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-14669/79-786 

2.  05-103-07971-0000 
3. 106,000,000 

4.  Provident  Resources  Inc 

5.  Kirby-Robertson  9-36-4-102 

6.  Foundation  Creek 

7.  Rio  Blanco  CO 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp 

1.  80-14670/79-649 

2.  05-001-07398-0000 
3. 103,000,000 

4.  Vessels  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Hosmer  #4 

6.  Jamboree 

7.  Adams  CO 

8. 146.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-14671/78-97 

2.  05-123-07905-0000 
3. 108,000,000 

4.  Vessels  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Dowdy  #1 

6.  Wattenberg 

7.  Weld  CO 

8. 19.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-14672/79-648 

2.  05-001-07400-0000 
3. 102,000,000 

4.  Vessels  Oil  &  Gas  Company 

5.  Tippett  No.  2 

6.  Wildcat 

7.  Adams  CO 

8. 146.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Vessels  Gas  Processing  Co 

1.  80-14673/79-634 

2.  05-001-07396-0000 
3. 103,000,000 

4.  Sandlin  Oil  Corporation 

5.  Bullard  No  2 

6.  Chieftan 

7.  Adams  CO 

8. 60.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-14674/79-633 

2.  05-123-08415-0000 
3. 108,000,000 

4.  Sandlin  Oil  Corp 

5.  Sargent  32-8 

6.  Scabbard 

7.  Weld  CO 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 


1.  80-14675/79-623 

2.  05-001-07409-0000 
3. 103,000,000 

4.  Sandlin  Oil  Coip 

5.  Antelope  Farms  #1 

6.  Pony 

7.  Adams  CO 

8. 180.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-14676/79-611 
2.05-009-06224-0000 

3. 103,000,000 

4.  Texas  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

5.  Schweizer  #1 

6.  Walsh 

7.  Baca  CO 

8.  60.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Nueces  Co 

1.  80-14677/79-678 

2.  05-103-00000-0000 
3. 103,000,000 

4.  Lawrence  Barker  Jr 
5. 12-1  Fee 

6.  South  Douglas  Creek 

7.  Rio  Blanco  CO 

8. 100.0  million  oubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp 

1.  80-14678/79-673 

2.  05-009-06234-0000 
3. 102,000,000 

4.  Texas  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

5.  Clays  #1 

6.  Stonington 

7.  Baca  CO 

6.  90.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Nueces  Co 

1.  80-14679/79-672 
2. 05-009-06236-0000 
3. 103,000,000 

4.  Texas  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

5.  Packard  #1-X 

6.  Walsh 

7.  Baca  CO 

6. 100.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  The  Nueces  Co 

1.  80-14680/79-667 

2.  05-005-06782-0000 
3. 103,000,000 

4.  Vessels  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Price  No  5 

6.  North  Peoria 

7.  Arapahoe  CO 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Amoco  Production  Co 

1.  80-14681/79-651 

2.  05-123-09692-0000 
3. 103,000,000 

4.  Vessels  Oil  &  Gas  Company 

5.  L  F  Ranches  B  No  1 

6.  Wattenberg 

7.  Weld  CO 

8.  73.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-14682/79-650 

2.  05-123-09700-6000 
3. 103,000,000 

4.  Vessels  CXI  &  Gas  (Company 

5.  Moser  A  No  1 
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6.  Spindle 

1.  80-14690/79-594 

6.  Rangely 

7.  Weld  CO 

2.  05-123-08537-0000 

7.  Rio  Blanco  CO 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  6.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Nielson  Enterprises  Inc 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

5.  Magnuson  #1 

10.  IGC  Pr^uction  Co 

1.  80-14683/79-624 

6.  Wattenberg  ) 

1.  80-14898/79-677 

2.  05-103-08308-0000 

7.  Weld  CO 

2.  05-063-07421-0000 

3. 103.000,000 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

'  4.  Provident  Resources  Inc 

9.  February  5. 1980 

4.  Lifestyle  Energy  Corp 

5.  Kirby  2M-25-4-102 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co 

5.  Boyd  A  Piland  #4-6  79-361 

6.  Foundation  Creek 

1.  80-14691/79-573 

6.  Guidon 

7.  Rio  Blanco  County  CO 

2.  05-067-05963-0000 

7.  Adams  CO 

8.  50.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  200.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  J  M  Huber  Corporation 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp 

5.  Bird  Brandt  No  1 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pi  Co 

1.  80-14684/79-622 

6.  Vallery 

1.  80-14699/79-606 

2.  05-001-07411-0000 

7.  Morgan  County  CO 

2.  05-001-07390-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 4.2  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  L  &  B  Oil  Company  Inc  « 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Byron  Oil  Industries  Inc 

5.  State  of  Colorado  #2-36-2S-63W 

10.  Crystal  Oil  Company 

5.  Byron-Quebec-North  Inv  Ltd  #2 

6.  Quail  (proposed] 

1.  80-14692/70-601 

6.  Spindle  Fid  Wattenberg 

7.  Adams  CO 

2.  05-095-06024-0000 

7.  Adams  CO 

8.  400.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 102  000  000 

8.  4.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Shakespeare  Oil  Co  Inc 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co 

5.  Dudden  Brothers  Inc  #1 

10.  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14685/79-575 

6.  Wildcat 

1.  80-14700/79-605 

2.  05-075-98743-0000 

7.  Phillips  County  CO 

2.  05-001-07391-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 126.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  LeClair-Westwood  Inc 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Byron  Oil  Industries  Inc 

5.  State  #5-22 

10.  Natural  Gas  P/L  Co  of  America 

5.  Byron-Signal  Reservoir  #1 

6.  Stampede 

1.  80-14693/79-600 

6.  Spindle  Fid  Wattenberg 

7.  Logan  CO 

2.  05-103-08107-0000 

7.  Adams  CO 

8. 168.3  million  cubic  feet 

3. 102  000  600 

8.  7.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Twin  Arrow  Inc 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Co  Inc 

5.  Brown  2-17 

10.  Northern  Natmal  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14686/79-620 

6.  Cathedral 

1.  80-14701/79-599 

2.  05-095-06016-0000 

7.  Rio  Blanco  CO 

2.  05-001-07378-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Shakespeare  Oil  Co  Inc 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Byron  Oil  Industries  Inc 

5.  Felix  Claymon  #1 

10.  ICC  Production  Co 

5.  Byron-Morrison  Investment  Co  #2 

6.  Wildcat 

1.  80-14694/78-173 

6.  Spindle  Field  Wattenberg  Pool 

7.  Phillips  CO 

2.  05-087-08715-0000 

7.  Adams  CO 

8.  41.0  million  cubic  feet  v 

3. 102  000  000 

8.  8.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Okmar  Oil  Co 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Natural  Gas  P/L  Co  of  America 

5.  Budin  No  15 

10.  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14687/79-619 

6.  Big  Sandy 

1.  80-14702/78-177 

2.  05-025-00000-0000 

7.  Logan  CO 

2.  05-103-00009-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

8. 109.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

•  4.  Amerada  Hess  Corp 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Tipperary  Oil  and  Gas  Corp 

5.  Olson-Smith  Unit  in 

10. 

5.  Brady  23-C-3  (Fee  Lands] 

6.  Ignacio 

1.  80-14695/79-583 

6.  Trail  Canyon 

7.  La  Plata  CO 

2.  05-103-07997-0000 

7.  Rio  Blanco  CO 

8.  21.5  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

6. 15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Husky  Oil  Co 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

5.  Hill  6-6 

10.  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp 

1.  80-14688/79-554 

6.  Rangely 

1.  80-14703/79-577 

2.  05-025-00000-0000 

7.  Rio  Blanco  CO 

2.  05-039-06316-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  5.2  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amerada  Hess  Corp 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Champlin  Petroleum  Co 

5.  Olson  MV  GU  #1 

10.  IGC  Production  Co 

5.  #2  C  B  Miller  32-5 

6.  Ignacio 

1.  80-14696/79-582 

6.  Deadeye  Field 

7.  La  Plata  CO 

2.  05-103-08023-0000 

7.  Elbert  County  CO 

8.  21.5  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  37.0  million  cubic  feet 

’  9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Husky  Oil  Co 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

5.  Hill  11-6 

10.  Sun  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14689/79-639 

6.  Rangely 

1.  80-14704/79-603 

2.  05-025-00000-0000 

7.  Rio  Blanco  CO 

2.  05-123-09608-0000 

3. 198  000  000 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  J  G  Merrion  &  R  L  Baylesa 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Energy  Minerals  Corp 

5.  Pascoe  #1 

10.  IGC  Production  Co 

5.  Maurice  #1 

6.  Ignacio-Mesa  Verde 

1.  80-14697/79-584 

6.  Roggen 

7.  La  Plata  CO 

2.  05-103-08019-0000 

7.  Weld  Co 

8. 4.5  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

4.  Husky  Oil  Co 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

5.  Hill  7-6 

10.  Crystal  Gas  Resources  Inc 

- 
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1. 80- 14705/79-636 
2. 05-123-09729-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Champlin  Petroleum  Co 

5.  CPC  #2  Aristocrat  Angus  Ranch  32 

6.  Aristocrat 

7.  Weld  Co 

8.  565.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1. 80- 14706/79-612 
2. 05-123-09713-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Energy  Minerals  Corp 

5.  Kingsbury  #1 

6.  Waite  Lake 

7.  Weld  County  Co 

8. 200.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Crystal  Gas  Resources  Inc 

1.  80-14707/79-635 

2.  05-123-09725-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Champlin  Petroleum  Co 

5.  #2  Aristocrat  32-9  C  Swne  9-3N-65 

6.  Aristocrat 

7.  Weld  Co 

8. 127.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-14708/79-570 

2.  05-075-08705-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Kimbark  Operating  Co 

5.  Budin  #1 

6.  Caballo 

7.  Logan  Co 

8. 45.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-14709/79-604 
2. 05-001-07389-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Byron  Oil  Industries  Inc 

5.  Byron-State  of  Colorado  #1 

6.  Spindle  Fid  Wattenberg  PI 

7.  Adams  Co 

8.  2.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Northern  Natural  Gas 

1.  80-14710/79-574 

2.  05-075-08739-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Kimbark  Operating  Co 

5.  Bimey  #1 

6.  Caballo 

7.  Logan  Co 

8.  66.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-14711/79-602 

2.  05-123-09643-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Energy  Minerals  Corp 

5.  Trupp  #1 

6.  Roggen 

7.  Weld  Co 

8. 45.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Crystal  Gas  Resources  Inc 

1.  80-14712/79-616 

2.  05-081-06379-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Tenneco  Oil  Co 

5.  Alta  Martin  #1 


6.  Great  Divide-Mesa  Verde 

7.  Moffat  Co 

8.  500.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp 
1.  80-14713/79-615 

2. 05-121-69476-0000 

3.102  000  000 

4.  Niobrara  Illuminating  Gas  Assoc 

5.  #1  Allen 

6.  De  Nova 

7.  Washington  Co 

8. 60.0  milUon  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Nahu-al  Gas  Pipeline  Co  of  America 

1.  80-14714/79-613 

2.  05-009-66217-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Samson  Oil  Co 

5.  Twyford  1-7 

6.  Stonington 

7.  Baca  Co 

8. 110.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  RJB  Gas  Kpeline  Co 

1.  80-14715/79-610 

2.  05-09-06223-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texas  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

5.  England  A 

6.  Stonington 

7.  Baca  Co 

8. 60.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  The  Nueces  Co 
1.  80-14716/79-595 
2.05-667-00000-6000 

3.108  000  000 

4.  Amerada  Hess  Corp 

5.  F  W  Terrell  Mv  Gu  #1 

6.  Ignacio 

7.  La  Plata  Co 

8. 16.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14717/79-597 

2.  05-001-67375-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

.4.  Byron  Oil  Industries  Inc 

5.  Byron-Mark  Degenhart  #6 

6.  Spindle  Fid  Wattenberg  PI 

7.  Adams  Co 

8.  8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14718/79-598 

2.  05-001-07374-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Byron  Oil  Industries  Inc 

5.  Byron-John  Ehler  #1 

6.  Spindle  Fid  Wattenberg  PI 

7.  Adams  Co  - 

8. 4.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-14719/79-48 
2.05-667-00000-6000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation 

5.  Bondad  33-9  #5 

6.  Ignacio  Blanco 

7.  La  Plata  Co 

8. 23.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5. 1980 

10.  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp 


1. 80- 14720/79-551 
2.05-123-09682-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Champlin  Petroleum  Co 

5.  Aristocrat  Angus  Ranch  41-9 

6.  Aristocrat 

7.  Weld  Co 

8. 274.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co 

1. 80- 14721/79-548 
2.05-123-09639-6000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Energy  Minerals  Corp 

5.  Bernard  #1 

6.  Roggen  Field 

7.  Weld  County  Co 

8.  50.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 198Q 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 
1.  80-14722/79^55 
2.05-067-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Amerada  Hess  Corp 

5.  Fassett  Mv  Unit  #1 

6.  Ignacio 

7.  La  Plata  Co 

8. 6.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1. 80- 14723/79-556 
2.05-667-60000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Amerada  Hess  Corp 

5.  Ford-Olson  Unit  A  #1 

6.  Ignacio 

7.  La  Plata  Co 

8. 16.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14724/79-547 

2.  05-123-05130-6000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Energy  Minerals  Corp 

5.  #2  Ross 

6.  Waite  Lake 

7.  Weld  County  Co  * 

8. 137.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Crystal  Gas  Resources  Inc 

1.  80-14725/79-565 

2.  05-001-66912-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Lifestyle  Energy  Corp 

5.  Boyd  a  Piland  #3-79-108 

6.  Guidon 

7.  Adams  Co 

8. 150.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-14726/79-564 

2.  05-001-07363-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Lifestyle  Energy  Corp 

5.  Boyd  a  Piland  #1-32-78-945 

6.  Unnamed 

7.  Adams  Co 

8. 150.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-14727/79-562 
2.05-001-06913-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Lifestyle  Energy  Corp 

5.  Boyd  a  Piland  #1-78-551 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  52  /  Friday,  March  14,  1980  /  Notices 


16537 


6.  Guidon 

7.  Adams  Co 

8. 150.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-14728/79-571 

2.  05-123-09691-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Champlin  Petroleum  Co 

5.  #2  Rural  Land  32-31 

6.  Hambert  Field 

7.  Weld  Co 

8.  91.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  i  ebruary  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-14729/78-178 
2.05-103-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tipperary  Oil  and  Gas  Corp 

5.  Brady  23-C-3X  (Fee  Lands) 

6.  Trail  Canyon 

7.  Rio  Blanco  Co 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp 

1.  80-14730/79-676 

2.  05-123-08664-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  MGF  Oil  Corp 

5.  Premier  21-4) 

6.  Lost  Creek  4-2N-62W 

7.  Weld  Co 

8. 19.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980  / 

10.  Crystal  Gas  Resources  Inc 

1.  80-14731/79-675 

2.  05-123-09335-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  MGF  Oil  Corp 

5.  Norris  Estate  14-6 

6.  Wattenburg  SW  SE  Sec  6  T2N  R64W 

7.  Weld  Co 

8. 19.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-14732/79-632 

2.  05-039-06315-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Champlin  Petroleum  Co 

5.  #1  Whitehead  41-9  Nene  9-6S-62W 

6.  Deadeye 

7.  Elbert  Co 

6.  43.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Sun  Oil  Co 

1.  80-14733/79-706 

2.  05-123-09714-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Quest  Oil  Co 

5.  Amoco-Miller  No  3-7 

6.  Spindle 

7.  Weld  Co 

8.  27.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-14734/79-834 

2.  05-123-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Winter  Hawk  Ltd 

5.  Zimbelman  1-A 

6.  Unnamed 

7.  Weld  Co 

8. 16.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 


1.  80-14735/79-486 

2.  05-123-07567-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  UV  Industries  Inc 

5.  UV  Industries  Inc  State  1860  No  1 

6.  Wildcat  (OMAR) 

7.  Weld  Co 

8. 141.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5. 1980 

10. 

1.  80-14738/79-642 
2.05-075-08372-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Leclair-Westwood  Inc 

5.  Sherwin  #1 

6.  Stampede 

7.  Logan  Co 

8. 4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14737/79-569 

2.  05-125-06137-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Co  Inc 

5.  Lott  1-35 

6.  Shout 

7.  Yuma  Co 

8. 7.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-14738/79-626 

2.  05-125-06294-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Company 

5.  Fonte  1-22 

6.  Republican 

7.  Yuma  Co 

8.  21.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980  • 

10. 

1.  80-14739/79-674 

2.  05-123-05133-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  )  R  Drilling  &  Exploration  Company 

5.  Whittenburg  #1 

6.  Wildcat 

7.  Weld  Co 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Crystal  Gas  Resources  Inc 

1.  80-14740/79-557 

2.  05-125-06098-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Co  Inc 

5.  Engel  #1-10 

6.  Armel 

7.  Yuma  Co 

8.  9.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-14654 

2.  05-123-08421 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Lela  F  Thomason  Gas  Unit  #1 

6.  Watenberg 

7.  Weld  Co 

8. 18.6  million  cubic  feet  -  - 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

Michigan  Department  of  Natural  Resources 

1.  Control  number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA  ■ 


4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  block  no. 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaser(s) 

1.  80-14797 

2.  21-035-00000-0000 

3.  102  000  000 

4.  Hunt  Energy  Corp 

5.  Benchley  No  1  32880 

6.  WinterBeld 

7.  Clare  MI  ^ 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  Consumers  Power  Co 

1.  80-14798 

2.  21-035-00000-0000 

3.  102  000  000 

4.  Hunt  Energy  Corp 

5.  Benchley  A  No  1  32890 

6.  Winterfield  (Richfield) 

7.  Clare  MI 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  Consumers  Power  Co 

Montana  Board  of  Oil  and  Gas  Conservation 

1.  Control  number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name  . 

7.  County,  State  or  block  no. 

8.  Estimated  aimual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC  ^ 

10.  Purchaser(s) 

1.  80-14756/3-79-134 

2.  25-083-21201-0000 

3.  102  000  000 

4.  Shell  OU  Co 

5.  Moore  23-24 

6.  Mon  Dak  West 

7.  Richland  MT 

8.  60.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Montana  Dakota  Utilities  Co 

1.  80-14757/3-79-133 

2.  25-083-21164-0000 
.3.  102  000  000 

4.  Shell  Oil  Co 

5.  BN  22-17 

6.  Mon  Dak  West 

7.  Richland  MT 

8.  16.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Montana  Dakota  Utilities  Co 

1.  80-14758/3-79-142 

2.  25-083-21119-0000 

3.  102  000  000 

4.  Shell  Oil  Co 

5.  BN  21X-25 

6.  Mon  Dak  West 

7.  Richland  MT 

8.  110.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Montana  Dakota  Utilities  Co 

1.  80-14759/3-79-140 

2.  25-083-21151-0000 

3.  102  000  000 

4.  Shell  Oil  Co 

5.  Swigart  24X-8 

6.  Mon  Dak  West 
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7.  Richland  MT 
a  234.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Montana  Dakota  Utilities  Co 

1.  80-14760/3-79-153 

2.  25-083-21235-0000 

3.  102  000  000 

4.  SheU  Oil  Co 

5.  Sheetz21X-29 

6.  Mon  Dak  West 

7.  Richland  MT 

a  55.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Montana  Dakota  Utilities  Co 

1.  80-14761/3-79-135 

a  25-083-21174-0000 

3.  102  000  000 

4.  Shell  Oil  Co 

5.  BN  33X-35 

a  Mon  Dak  West 

7.  Richland  MT 

8.  5.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Montana  Dakota  Utilities  Co 

1.  80-14762/3-79-141 

2.  25-083-21175-0000 

3.  102  000  000 

4.  Shell  OU  Co 

5.  Carleton  13-X-5 

6.  Mon  Dak  West 

7.  Richland  MT 

a  60.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Montana  Dakota  Utilities  Co 

1.  80-14763/3-79-154 

2.  25-083-21151-0000 

3.  102  000  000 

4.  £heU  Oil  Co 

5.  Swigart24X-8 

6.  Mon  Dak  West 

7.  Richland  MT 

a  48.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Montana  Dakota  Utilities  Co 

New  Mexico  Department  of  Energy  and 
Minerals  , 

Oil  Conservation  Division 

1.  Control  number  (FERC/State) 
a  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  block  No. 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaser(s) 

1.  80-14799 

2.  30-041-20500-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Enserch  Exploration  Inc 

5.  Lambirth  No  8 

6.  Peterson  South 

7.  Roosevelt  NM 

8. 30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co  of  America 

1.80-14800 

a  30-015-22932-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  )  C  Barnes  Oil  Co 

5.  Big  Chief  Comm  No  4 

6.  Dublin  Ranch 


7.  Eddy  NM 

8. 210.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Nahural  Gas  Co 

1.80-14801 

a  30-025-26280-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Gulf  Oil  Corp 

5.  Amott-Ramsay  (NCT-B)  Well  #8 

6.  Langlie  Mattix 

7.  Lea  NM 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-14802 

a  30-045-10103-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

5.  Farmington  Comm  #1 

6.  Basin-Dakota  Gas 

7.  San  Juan  NM 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

West  Virginia  Department  of  Mines 
Oil  and  Gas  Division 

1.  Control  number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  block  No. 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaser(s) 

1.  80-14741 

2.  47-017-02317-0000 

3. 107  000  000  denied 

4.  Key  Oil  Company 

5.  J  M  L  Smith  #1 

6. 

7.  Doddridge  WV 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  4, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-14742 

2.  47-021-22999-0000 

3. 107  000  000  denied 

4.  Rockwell  Petroleum  Co 

5.  TF  Reed  #3 

6.  Glenville  District 

7.  Gilmer  WV 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  4, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co 

1. 80- 14743 

2.  47-021-23000-0000 

3. 107  000  000  denied 

4.  Rockwell  Petroleum  Company 

5.  TF  Reed  #2 

6.  Glenville  District 

7.  Gilmer  WV 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  4, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co 

1. 80- 14744 

2. 47-021-22914-0000 

3. 107  000  000  denied 

4.  Rockwell  Petroleum  Company 

5.  T  F  Reed  #1 

6.  Glenville  District 

7.  Gilmer  WV 


8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  4, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14745 

2.  47-017-02319-0000 

3. 107  000  000  denied 

4.  Key  Oil  Co 

5.  Betty  Langfitt  #1 

6. 

7.  Doddridge  WV 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  4, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-14746 

2.  47-017-02314-0000 

3. 107  000  000  denied 

4.  Key  Oil  Co  _ 

5.  Clarence  Powerr  #1 

6. 

7.  Doddridge  WV 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  4, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-14747 

2. 47- 035-01495-0000 

3. 102  000  000  denied 

4.  Burdette  Oil  &  Gas  Co  Inc 

5.  Glenn  Staats  Well  #1 

6.  Washington  District 

7.  Jackson  WV 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  4, 1980 

10. 

1. 80- 14748 

2.  47-03&-01496-0000 

3. 102  000  000  denied 

4.  Burdette  Oil  &  Gas  Co  Inc 

5.  Rex  Casto  Well  #1 

6.  Washington  District 

7.  Jackson  WV 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  4, 1980 

10. 

1. 80- 14749 

2. 47- 035-01492-0000 

3. 102  000  000  denied  ' 

4.  Burdette  Oil  &  Gas  Co  Inc 

5.  Doris  Harpold  Well  #2 

6.  Washington  District 

7.  Jackson  WV 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 
4L  February  4, 1980 
10. 

1. 80- 14750 

2.  47-035-01491-0000 
3. 120  000  000 

4.  Burdette  Oil  &  Gas  Co  Inc 

5.  Duris  Harpold  Well  #1 

6.  Washington  District 

7.  Jackson,  WV 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  4, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-14751 

2. 47- 035-01497-0000 
3. 120  000  000  denied 

4.  Burdette  Oil  &  Gas  Co  Inc 

5.  Rex  Casto  Well  #2 

6.  Washington  District 

7.  Jackson,  WV 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  4, 1980 

10. 

1. 80- 14752 
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7.  Uinta,  WY 

8. 1100.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Mountain  Fuel  Supply  Co 

U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Metairie.  La. 

1.  Control  number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  block  No. 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaserls] 

1.  80-14767/G9-1012 

2.  17-706-40297-OOS1-0 

3.  102  000  000 

4.  CNG  Producing  Co 

5.  B-2S1 

6.  Vermilion 

7.  313 

8.  876.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp,  Columbia 
Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-14768/G9-1017 

2.  17-707-40316-0000-0 

3.  102  000  000 

4.  Placid  Oil  Co 

5.  OCS-G-2600  #E-7 

6.  South  Marsh  Island 

7.  281 

8.  3650.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Trunkline  Gas  Co,  Southern  Natural  Gas 
Co 

1.  80-14769/G9-1043 

2.  17-704-40445-0000-0 

3.  102  000  000 

4.  Marathon  Oil  Co 

5.  East  Cameron  Block  321  #A-24 

6.  East  Cameron  South  Addition 

7.  321 

8.  657.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-10248/G9-890 

2.  42-709-40439-0000-0 

3.  102  000  000 

4.  Gulf  Oil  Corp 

5.  OCS-G-3479  #A-7 

6.  High  Island 

7.  498 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  January  15, 1980 

10.  Uncommitted 

U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Albuquerque,  N. 
Nex. 


2. 47- 021-03385-0000 
3. 107  000  000  denied 

4.  Waco  Oil  and  Gas  Co  Inc 

5.  Alfred  Lowther  #3 

6.  Ellis 

7.  Gilmer,  WV 

8. 40.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  4, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-14753 

2.  47-021-03422-0000 
3. 107  000  000  denied 

4.  Waco  Oil  and  Gas  Co 

5.  Wiant  #1 

6.  Ellis 

7.  Gilmer,  WV 

8.  50.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  4, 1980 

10.  Carnegie  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14754 

2.  47-007-01035-0000 

3. 102  000  000  denied 

4.  Chrisman  Drilling  Co 

5.  D  J  Moyers  #5 

6.  Otter  District 

7.  Braxton,  WV 

8.  24.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  4, 1980 

10.  George  Jackson 

1.  80-14755 

2. 47- 007-21119-0000 

3. 102  000  000  denied 

4.  Chrisman  Drilling  Co 

5.  LJ  Smith  #3 

6.  Otter 

7.  Braxton,  WV 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  4, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co 

1.  Control  number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  Name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  Block  # 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaser(s) 

1.  80-14764/NG-153-79 

2.  49-041-20088-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Amoco  Gulf  #1 

6.  Yellow  Creek 

7.  Uinta.  WY 

8. 1500.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Mountain  Fuel  Supply  Co 

1.  80-14766/NG-15S-79 

2.  49-041-20100-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Champlin  375  Amoco  A  #1 

8.  Yellow  Creek 

7.  Uinta.  WY 

8.  730.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  5, 1980 

10.  Mountain  Fuel  Supply  Co 

1.  80-14766/NG-156-79 

2.  49-041-20157-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Company 

5.  Amoco  Gulf  #3 

3.  Yellow  Creek 


1.  Control  number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  block  No. 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaser(s) 

1.  80-14770/NM-4724-79 
2.36-043-20340-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 


4.  BCO  Inc 

5.  Federal  B  #4 

6.  Undiesignated  Gallup 

7.  Sandoval  NM 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980  , 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14771/NM-4723-79 

2.  30-043-20334-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  BCO  Inc 

5.  Federal  I  #1 

6.  Undesignated  Gallup 

7.  Sandoval  NM 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14772/NM-4722-79 

2.  30-043-20335-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  BCO  Inc 
*5.  Federal  I  #2 

6.  Undesignated  Gallup 

7.  Sandoval  NM 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14773/NM-4721-79 

2.  30-043-20336-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  BCO  Inc 

5.  Federal  I  #3 

6.  Undesignated  Gallup 

7.  Sandoval  NM 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14774/NM-4720-79 

2.  30-043-20333-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  BCO  Inc 

5.  Federal  I  #4 

6.  Undesignated  Gallup 

7.  Sandoval  NM 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14775/NM-4718-79 

2.  30-045-23601-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Blackwood  &  Nichols  Co  Ltd 

5.  NE  Blanco  Unit  #205 

6.  South  Los  Pinos  Pictured  Cliffs  SE 

7.  San  Juan  NM 

8. 50.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14776/NM-4717-79 

2.  30-045-23485-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Blackwood  &  Nichols  Co  Ltd 

5.  NE  Blanco  Unit  #203 

6.  South  Los  Pinos  Pictured  Cliffs  NE 

7.  San  Juan  NM 

8. 100.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14777/NM-4716-79 

2.  30-045-23484-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Blackwood  &  Nichols  Co  Ltd 

5.  NE  Blanco  Unit  #202 

6.  South  Los  Pinos  Pictured  Cliffs  NE 

7.  San  Juan  NM 

8. 200.0  million  cubic  feet 
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9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14778/NM-4713-79 

2.  30-039-21822-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Ken  Blackford 

5.  Well  37-B  No  8  Lease  No  09-000037 

6.  Ballard  Pictured  Cliffs 

7.  Rio  Arriba  NM 

8. 40.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14779/NM-4712-79 

2.  30-045-23607-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Tenneco  Oil  Co 

5.  Archuleta  #2 

6.  Blanco  Pictured  Cliffs 

7.  San  Juan  NM 

8. 100.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14780/NM-4732-79-A 

2.  30-045-23459-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Southland  Royalty  Co 

5.  Wilmer  Canyon  #2 

6.  Blanco  Mesa  Verde 

7.  San  Juan  NM 

8. 110.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14781/NM-4731-79-B 

2.  30-045-23522-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Southland  Royalty  Co 

5.  Reese  Mesa  a#5 

6.  Basin  Dakota 

7.  San  Juan  NM 

8. 90.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1. 80- 14782/NM-4731-79-A 
2.  30-045-23522-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Southland  Royalty  Co 

5.  Reese  Mesa  #5 

6.  Blanco  Mesa  Verde 

7.  San  Juan  NM 

8. 130.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14783/NM-4730-79 

2.  3(M)15-22751-O00(M) 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Harvey  E  Yates  Co 

5.  Depco  Federal  #1 

6.  Travis  Yates 

7.  Eddy  NM 

8. 15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1. 80- 14784/NM-4729-79 

2.30- 045-23507-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Jerome  P  McHugh 

5.  Chaco  Plant  #36 

6.  Waw  Fruitland  Pictured  Cliffs 

7.  San  Juan  NM 

8. 63.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6. 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1. 80- 14785/NM-4728-79 

2.30- 039-05348-0000-0 


3. 108  000  000 

4.  BCO  Inc 

5.  Byrd  5-23  #1 

6.  Devils  FOTk  Galkf) 

7.  Rio  Arriba  NM 

8. 9.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-14786/NM-4725-79 

2.30-045-09109-0000-0 

3. 108  000  000  , 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Elliott  Gas  Com  K  #1 

6.  Blanco  Pictured  Cliffs 

7.  San  Juan  NM 

8. 21.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14787/NM-4742-79 

2.  30-039-22019-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Southland  Royalty  Co 

5.  Arizona  JicarUla  B  #9 

6.  South  Blanco  Pictured  Cliffs 

7.  Rio  Arriba  NM 

8. 150.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  Gas  Co  of  New  Mexico 

1.  80-14788/NM-4740-79 

2.  30-045-23353-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Southland  Royalty  Co 

5.  Hillstrom  #2 

6.  Blanco  Pictured  Cliffs 

7.  San  Juan  NM 

8.  75.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  Southern  Union  Gathering  Co 

1.  80-14789/N\^739-79 

2.  30-045-23128-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Southland  Royalty  Co 

5.  Hale  #5 

6.  Basin  Dakota 

7.  San  Juan  NM 

8. 90.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  Gas  Co  of  New  Mexico 
,  1.  80-14790/NM— 4738-79 

2.  30-045-23372-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Southland  Royalty  Co 

5.  Davis  #18 

6.  Blanco  Pictured  Cliffs 

7.  San  Juan  NM 

8. 35.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  Southern  Union  Gathering  Co 

1.  80-14791/NM— 4737-79 

2.  30-045-23350-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Southland  Royalty  Co 

5.  Dalsant  #2 

6.  Blanco  Pictured  Cliffs 

7.  San  Juan  NM 

8. 80.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  Southern  Union  Gathering  Co 
1.  80-14792/NM— 4736-79 

2.30-045-23352-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 
4.  Southland  Royalty  Co 

6.  Moore  #2 

8.  Blanco  Pictured  Cliffs ' 

7.  San  Juan  NM 


8.  80.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  Southern  Union  Gathering  Co 

1.  80-14793/NM— 4735-79 

2.  30-045-23407-0000-0 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Southland  Royalty  Co 
6.  Lawson  #4 

6.  Blanco  Pictured  Cliffs 

7.  San  Juan  NM 

8.  50.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-14794/NM— 4733-79-B 

2.  30-045-23135-0000-0 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Southland  Royalty  Co 

5.  Reese  Mesa  #2A 

6.  Undesignated  Pictured  Cliffs 

7.  San  Juan  NM 

8. 125.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp 

1.  80-14795/NM— 4733-79-A 

2.  30-045-23135-0000-0 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Southland  Royalty  Co 

5.  Reese  Mesa  #2A 

6.  Blanco  Mesa  Verde 

7.  San  Juan  NM 

8. 110.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980  . 

10.  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp 

1.  80-14796/Nh^732-79-B 

2.  3O7O45-23459-OOOO-O 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Southland  Royalty  Co 

5.  Wilmer  Canyon  #2 

6.  No  Los  Pinos  Fruitland  Pictured  Cliffs 

7.  San  Juan  NM 

8. 220.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  6, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

The  applications  for  determination  in 
these  proceedings  together  with  a  copy 
or  description  of  other  materials  in  the 
record  on  which  such  determinations 
were  made  are  available  for  inspection, 
except  to  the  extent  such  material  is 
treated  as  confidential  under  18  CFR 
275.206,  at  the  Commission’s  Office  of 
Public  Information,  Room  1000,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

Persons  objecting  to  any  of  these  final 
determinations  may,  in  accordance  with 
18  CFR  275.203  and  18  CFR  275.204,  file  a 
protest  with  the  Commission  within 
fifteen  (15)  days  of  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Please  reference  the  FERC  control 
number  in  all  correspondence  related  to 
these  determinations. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  8e-77M  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  em] 
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[Docket  Nos.  RI74-188,  RI75-21;  Opinion 
771 

Independent  Oil  and  Gas  Association 
of  West  Virginia  Opinion  and  Order 
Reversing  Initial  Decision,  Remanding 
and  Consolidating  Proceedings, 
Initiating  Hearings,  Establishing 
Procedures,  and  Granting  Intervention 

Issued:  March  4. 1980. 

The  principal  issue  in  this  proceeding 
is  whether  certain  indefinite  price 
escalator  clauses  (often  referred  to  as 
area  rate  clauses)  in  two  settlement 
agreements  approved  in  1976  by  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  (FPC)  confer 
contractual  authority  to  charge  and 
collect  the  rates  prescribed  in  the 
Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978  (NGPA). 

The  Commission  has  addressed  this 
question  in  general  terms  in  the  Order  23 
series.*  However,  this  is  the  first  actual 
case  to  come  before  us  which  presents 
the  issue  in  the  context  of  specific 
contractual  language.  For  die  reasons 
discussed  below,  we  reverse  the  initial 
decision  and  remand  the  proceeding  to 
the  presiding  administrative  law  ju^e. 
The  procedures  and  standards  we  apply 
in  deciding  this  case  will  also  be 
followed  in  other  proceedings  involving 
the  question  of  contractual  authorization 
to  collect  NGPA  rates. 


This  proceeding  originated  in  1974, 
when  the  independent  Oil  and  Gas 
Association  of  West  Virginia  (lOGA) 
filed  petitions  with  the  FPC  seeking 
higher  rates  for  its  members  and  other 
small  producers  in  West  Virginia  which 
sell  natural  gas  to  four  interstate 
pipelines:  Columbia  Gas  Transmission 
Corporation  (Columbia),  Consolidated 
Gas  Supply  Corporation  (Consolidated), 
Carnegie  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Carnegie),  and  Equitable  Gas  Company 
(Equitable). 

b  Docket  No.  RI74-188,  which 
involved  gas  fi'om  wells  commenced 
prior  to  January  1, 1973,  lOGA  requested 
rates  hi^er  than  those  provided  in  the 
life-of-lease  contracts  then  in  effect. 
After  the  institution  by  the  FPC  of  an 
investigation  under  Section  5(a)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  settlement  discussions 
ensued  which  eventually  ciilminated  in 
a  settlement  agreement  approved  by  the 
FPC  on  March  19, 1976.  In  Docket  No. 
RI75-21,  lOGA  petitioned  for  special 
relief  for  Appalachian  producers  fi'om 


*  See  Order  No.  23.  Docket  No.  RM79-22  (March 
13. 1979):  Order  on  Rehearing  of  Order  No.  23, 
Docket  No.  RM79-22  (May  11. 1979);  Order  No.  23- 
A,  Docket  No.  RM79-22  (June  12, 1979);  Order  No. 
23-B,  Docket  No.  RM79-22  (June  21, 1979);  Order  on 
Rehearing  of  Order  No.  23-B,  Docket  No.  RM79-22 
(Aug.  e.  1979);  and  Order  on  Rehearing  of  Order  No. 
23-A,  Docket  No.  RM79-22  (Aug.  13. 1979). 


the  uniform  national  rate  established  in 
Opinion  No.  699.  The  settlement  reached 
in  that  proceeding,  which  applies  to  gas 
fitim  wells  commenced  on  or  after 
January  1, 1973,  was  approved  by  the 
FPC  on  March  22, 1976.*  Both 
settlements,  in  addition  to  establishing 
specified  rates,  privided  for  annual 
escalations  of  one  cent  per  Mcf  and  for 
renegotiation  of  prices  in  the  event  of 
deregulation.* 

Both  settlements  also  contained  price 
escalator  clauses  authorizing  higher 
rates  upon  the  occurrence  of  certain 
events.  The  issue  in  this  case  is  whether 
those  events  include  either 
Congressional  enactment  of  the  NGPA 
or  the  Commission’s  adoption  of  rules 
with  respect  to  NGPA  rates.*  The  two 
clauses,  which  differ  from  each  other  in 
substantial  respects,  provide  as  follows 
(significant  terms  underlined): 

Docket  No.  RI74-188:  Area  Ceiling 
Rate.  Notwithstanding  anything  to  the 
contrary  in  this  settlement  proposal, 
upon  the  issuance  by  the  Commission, 
or  any  successor  governmental 
authority  having  jurisdiction  hereof 
hereafter,  of  a  valid  order  establishing  a 
just  and  reasonable  ceiling  rate  which 
would  otherwise  be  applicable  to  the 
gas  being  sold  hereimder  if  contractual 
authority  existed  for  obtaining  such  rate, 
if  such  rate  is  higher  than  the  Adjusted 
Price  as  theretofore  increased  pursuant 
to  Section  4  hereof,  then  the  price  to  be 
paid  by  the  Buyers  pursuant  to  the 
Contract  after  the  effective  date  of  such 
order  for  gas  sold  shall  be  equal  to  such 
ceiling  rate. 

Do^et  No.  RI75-21:  Superseding 
rates.  Notwithstanding  anything  to  the 
contrary  in  this  Settlement  Proposal, 
upon  the  issuance  by  the  Commission, 
or  any  governmental  authority  having 
jurisdiction  over  the  sales  covered  by 
this  settlement  Proposal,  of  an  order, 
decision  or  policy  establishing  a  rate  or 
rates  which  would  be  applicable  to  the 
gas  being  sold  hereunder  if  contractual 
authority  existed  for  obtaining  such  rate 
or  rates,  if  such  rate  or  rates  are  higher 
than  the  lower  of  the  Adjusted  Prices  as 
theretofore  increased  pursuant  to 
Section  3  hereof,  then  the  price  to  be 


*Thi8  settlement  was  later  interpreted  by  the  FPC 
to  permit  collection  of  Opinion  No.  770  rates.  Order 
Granting  Petition  for  Declaratory  Order,  Docket  No. 
R17S^21,  February  2, 1977. 

*The  settlement  prices  in  both  dockets  were 
subsequently  authorized  for  those  small  producers 
in  West  Virginia  which  had  not  initially  participated 
in  the  proceedings.  Order  Granting  Special  Relief, 
Docket  Nos.  RI74-188  and  Rl75-r21,  October  14, 1976. 

*The  need  for  interpreting  the  escalator  clauses 
arises  from  the  fact  that  under  Section  101(b)(9)  of 
the  NGPA,  a  contract  price  lower  than  the  federal 
maimum  lawful  price  established  in  the  legislation 
would  continue  in  effect  and  not  be  superseded  by 
the  federal  ceiling  price.  See  Order  23,  mimeo,  pp. 
12-13. 


paid  by  the  Buyers  to  the  Producers  for 
the  gas  sold  to  the  Buyers  pursuant  to 
the  Contracts  after  the  Effective  Date,  as 
defined  herein,  for  gas  sold  shall  not  be 
less  than  such  rate  or  rates. 

On  December  13, 1978,  Columbia  filed 
petitions  seeking  clarification  of  the  FPC 
orders  approving  the  settlement 
agreements.  Columbia  requested 
confirmation  of  its  view  that  both  area 
rate  clauses  authorized  collection  of 
NGPA  rates.  Following  a  series  of 
motions  and  other  pleadings  by  various 
parties,  we  forwarded  the  matter  to  the 
chief  administrative  law  judge  for 
resolution  in  accordance  with  Order  23- 
B  procedures.*  The  Chief  ALJ  issued  an 
order  on  July  19, 1979  in  which  he 
designated  a  presiding  judge  and 
established  procedures  for  this 
proceeding,  including  a  determination 
that,  because  there  were  no  factual 
issues  in  dispute,  the  legal  issues  would 
be  summarily  disposed  of  in  an  initial 
decision.  Consolidated  requested 
reconsideration,  asserting  that  a 
prehearing  conference  should  be  held  in 
order  to  determine  the  extent  to  which  it 
would  be  necessary  to  present  parole 
evidence  concerning  the  intent  of  the 
parties.  By  order  dated  July  26, 1979,  the 
Chief  ALJ  reaffirmed  his  prior  decision 
that  a  hearing  would  be  unnecessary  but 
advised  Consolidated  that  it  was  not 
estopped  from  presenting  whatever 
evidence  it  believed  relevant  in  the  form 
of  written  submissions. 

n 

On  August  10, 1979,  the  presiding 
judge  issued  an  initial  decision  in  which 
he  concluded  that  neither  clause 
authorizes  the  collection  of  NGPA  rates. 
His  conclusion  rests  upon  the  following 
determinations: 

(1)  Since  the  pertinent  contractual 
language  is  not  ambiguous,  it  is 
unnecessary  to  consider  extrinsic 
evidence  bearing  on  the  intent  of  the 
parties.  Moreover,  because  the  question 
is  solely  one  of  law.  no  oral  hearing  is 
required. 

(2)  Under  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act,  as  well  as  in  common 
parlance,  the  term  “order”  refers  to 
agency  action  and  can  not  be  construed 
as  encompassing  an  Act  of  Congress. 

(3)  Similarly,  Congress  does  not  act 
through  the  “issuance"  of  a  “decision” 
or  “policy”:  these  terms  also  relate  only 
to  agency  action. 

(4)  Hence,  even  if,  as  suggested  in 
Order  23,  Congress  could  be  viewed  as  a 
“successor”  to  the  Commission  of 


*  As  we  explained  in  our  order  of  July  13, 1979,  the 
pleadings  which  had  been  filed  by  Suitable  and 
Consolidated  contesting  Columbia’s  interpretations 
were  treated  as  protests  within  the  meaning  of 
Order  23-^. 
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ratemaking  purposes,  the  phrase 
“successor  governmental  authority”  as 
used  in  the  Docket  No.  R174-188  clause 
can  not  be  interpreted  as  referring  to 
Congress  because  that  body  does  not 
perform  its  ratemaking  function  by 
“issuing  orders". 

(5)  The  absence  of  the  term 
“successor”  in  the  Docket  No.  RI75-21 
clause  does  not  indicate  that  Congress 
was  intended  to  be  included.  More 
likely  than  not,  the  elimination  of  the 
term  was  based  on  the  parties*  desire  to 
include  other  federal  or  state  agencies 
which  might  have  regulatory  jurisdiction 
at  some  time  in  the  ^ture  without  being 
successors  to  the  FPC. 

(6)  Neither  clause  covers  Commission 
action  because  the  Commission  did  not 
“establish”  the  NGPA  rates.  The 
Commission’s  role  is  ministerial;  it 
merely  implements  the  rates  established 
by  Congress. 

(7)  The  parties  and  the  Commission 
may  not,  as  a  matter  of  law,  read  into 
the  settlements  terms  which  are  not 
there. 

m 

The  various  parties  to  this 
proceeding  *  express  widely  divergent 
views  concerning  the  initial  decision 
and  the  proper  interpretation  of  the  area 
rate  clauses  at  issue.  There  are  three 
fundamentally  different  positions  with 
respect  to  the  legal  effect  of  the  two 
clauses.^ 

lOGA,  several  producer-intervenors, 
and  Columbia  seek  reversal  of  the  initial 
decision  in  its  entirety.  They  interpret 
the  terms  of  both  settlements  as  cleariy 
authorizing  collection  of  NGPA  prices. 
They  also  assert  that  the  parties 
intended  that  result  and  argue  that  the 
presiding  judge,  in  failing  to  consider 
such  intent,  did  not  comply  with  Order 
23.  At  the  other  extreme.  Equitable. 
Carnegie,  Associated  Gas  Distributors, 
the  Public  Service  Commission  of  the 
State  of  New  York,  and  customer- 
intervenors  support  the  judge’s 
conclusion  that  neither  settlement 
permits  NGPA  rates  to  be  charged. 

These  parties  also  rely  on  the  specific 
terms  of  the  agreements  to  support  their 
position.  Moreover,  they  contend  that 
the  clauses  were  intended  to  permit 
escalation  only  to  rates  which  were 
cost-based  and  which  were  fixed  at  the 
conclusion  of  a  regulatory  proceeding  in 
which  all  affected  persons  had  an 
opportunity  to  participate.  They  claim 


*  Subsequent  to  the  issuance  of  the  initial 
decision,  we  received  a  number  of  petitions  for 
leave  to  intervene  and  to  file  briefs  out  of  time. 
These  requests  wiO  be  granted. 

’Six  positions  were  taken  before  the  presiding 
Judge,  but  certain  parties  have  now  modified  their 
views. 


that  NGPA  rates  are  incentive,  not  cost- 
based,  prices. 

An  intermediate  position  is  advanced 
by  the  staff  and  Consolidated,  which 
distinguish  between  the  two  settlements. 
It  is  their  view  that  the  first  settlement 
authorizes  collection  of  only  Section  104 
inflation  adjustment  prices,  whereas  the 
second  settlement  permits  all  NGPA 
rates  to  be  charged.  The  staff  bases  its 
conclusion  on  the*  fact  that  the  phrases 
“just  and  reasonable”  appears  in  the 
former  clause  but  not  in  ^e  latter. 
Although  Section  601(b)(1)(A)  of  the 
NGPA  provides  that  NGPA  rates  are 
deemed  just  and  reasonable,  the  staff 
asserts  that  the  phrase  must  be 
construed  in  the  context  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  which  was  the  governing 
statute  at  the  time  the  settlements  were 
entered  into,  and  as  so  construed  it 
reflects  an  intent  to  be  limited  to  cost- 
based  rates.  The  staff  also  argues  that 
Section  104  prices  are  cost-based  and 
are  therefore  within  the  scope  of  the 
phrase  “just  and  reasonable”  as  used  in 
the  area  rate  clause  in  the  Docket  No. 
R174-188  settlement  agreement. 

IV 

Although  this  is  the  first  proceeding  in 
which  the  Commission  has  been  called 
upon  to  decide  whether  specific  area 
rate  clauses  authorize  the  collection  of 
NGPA  rates,  we  recently  had  occasion 
to  deal  rather  extensively  with  the 
general  issue  in  the  Order  23  series.  We 
expressed  in  those  orders  certain  views 
concerning  the  interpretation  of  area 
rate  clauses  which  are  highly  relevant  to 
the  resolution  of  this  proceeding. 
However,  before  proceeding  to  a 
decision  in  this  case,  we  th^  it  is 
appropriate  to  articulate  in  somewhat 
greater  detail  the  principles  which  we 
will  apply  in  resolving  die  question 
before  us. 

The  fundamental  concept  underlying 
Order  23  is  that,  in  determining  whether 
a  particular  clause  authorizes  collection 
of  NGPA  rates,  the  Commission  will 
endeavor  to  ascertain  and  give  effect  to 
the  intent  of  the  parties  to  the  contract 
Indeed,  this  conclusion  led  us  to  amend 
Rule  270.205(a)(2)  to  make  it  clear  that 
intent  is  the  controlling  factor  with 
respect  to  this  issue.*  We  also  stated 
that  in  reaching  a  decision  as  to  the 
parties’  intent  the  Commission  can  look 
beyond  the  contractual  language  itself 


*As  amended,  the  nile  provides:  A  contractual 
provision  described  in  S  154.93(b-l]  (relating  to  area 
rate  clauses),  or  similar  provision,  generally  will  be 
considered  to  constitute  contracted  authorization  to 
charge  and  collect  an  NGPA  rate  to  the  extent  the 
parties  intended  to  authorize  charging  and 
collection  of  one  or  more  NGPA  rates  under  the 
contract  (emphasis  added) 


and  consider  circumstances  surrounding 
the  execution  of  the  contract. 

Our  conclusion  that  the  Cmnmission 
is  not  limited  to  the  “four  comers”  of  a 
contract  in  determining  intent  was 
arrived  at  after  thorou^  consideration 
of  the  record  developed  in  the 
rulemaking  proceedings  culminating  in 
that  order.  The  written  and  oral 
submissions  in  those  proceedings 
revealed  a  “substantial  level  of 
agreement  between  most  sellers  and 
buyers  as  to  what  was  generally 
intended  when  the  area  rate  clause  was 
executed,”  namely,  that  “the  intent  of  - 
the  parties  in  agreeing  to  an  area  rate 
clause  was  to  permit  escalation  to  the 
highest  ceiling  price  permitted  by  law.”  * 
In  view  of  the  record  developed  in  the 
rulemaking  proceedings  and  in  light  of 
the  accumulated  experience  of  the 
Commission  in  dealing  with  area  rate 
clauses  in  a  variety  of  settings,  there  is 
ample  reason  to  believe  that  the  intent 
of  Ae  parties  to  permit  prices  to 
escalate  to  the  highest  rates  allowed  by 
law — including  statutory  rates — may 
not,  in  many  cases,  have  been  fully 
reflected  in  the  terms  they  chose.  Since 
the  words  they  used  were  a  product  of 
the  then  prevailing  regulatory  scheme 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  we  must 
attempt  to  ascertain,  to  the  extent 
possible,  what  the  parties  intended  to 
accomplish  in  the  context  of  that 
regulatory  environment  and  to  give 
effect  to  that  intent  in  light  of  the 
changed  circumstances  brought  about 
by  enactment  of  the  NGPA.  **  And  we 
are  persuaded  that,  in  many  instances, 
the  terminology  employed  in  area  rate 
clauses  lacks  the  clarity  which  would 
properly  warrant  exclusion  of  extrinsic 
materials  relevant  to  the  question  of 
intent. 

For  example,  the  parties  may  have 
provided  in  their  contract  for  escalation 
to  a  “just  and  reasonable”  rate.  That 
phrase,  standing  alone,  is  subject  to 
conflicting  interpretations.  It  may  have 
been  used  to  express  an  intent  to  permit 
collection  of  the  maximum  legally 
permissible  prices,  since  such  prices 
were  required  to  be  just  and  reasonaUe 
under  the  governing  statute  then  in 
effect  and  since  only  rates  meeting  that 
standard  could  be  assured  of  being 
passed  through  by  the  purchaser  to  its 
customers.  If  that  was  what  the  parties 
contemplated,  we  do  not  believe  their 
intent  should  be  thwarted  merely 
because  they  failed  to  foresee  that  the 


’Order  23,  mimeo,  pp.  37-38. 

**  See  Mitchell  Energy  Corporation  v.  FJ’.C,  SIS 
F.2d  36, 41  (5th  Qr.  1975).  where  the  court  said  that 
it  ‘^st  intenmt  the  terms  of  the  agreement  of  the 
parties  as  they  must  have  understo^  them  at  the 
time  they  entered  into  it  within  the  frameworic  of 
the  Natural  Gas  AcL” 
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Congress  would  assume  the  ratemaking 
function  perviously  delegated  to  the 
Commission  and  thus  expressed  their 
intent  in  the  terminology  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act.  On  the  other  hand,  the  parties 
may  have  referred  to  “just  and 
reasonable"  rates  in  contemplation  of 
the  methodology  and  procedures  which 
have  traditionally  been  utilized  in 
establishing  rates  under  the  Natiu'al  Gas 
Act.  The  long-standing  practice  of  the 
FPC  and  of  this  Conunission  has  been  to 
set  those  rates  imder  a  cost-based 
methodology  and  in  the  context  of  an 
agency  proceeding  in  which  affected 
parties  have  been  afforded  the 
opportunity,  to  participate.  If  the  parties 
to  a  contract  meant  to  incorporate  these 
traditional  regulatory  feabires  into  their 
agreement,  it  would  be  inconsistent  with 
their  intent  to  hnd  that  the  contract 
authorized  collection  of  all  NGPA  rates. 

Under  the  circumstances,  we  conclude 
that  unless  a  contract  specifically 
includes  or  excludes  statutory  rates,  it  is 
appropriate  to  provide  an  opportunity  to 
the  parties  to  the  contract  to  offer 
extrinsic  evidence  of  intent.”  In  our 
judgment,  any  contract  which  is  less 
than  explicit  about  the  status  of 
statutory  rates  must  be  viewed  as 
containing  an  element  of  ambiguity 
which,  even  under  the  traditional  “plain 
meaning"  rule  of  contract  interpretation, 
opens  the  door  to  consideration  of 
reliable  and  probative  extrinsic 
materials  bearing  on  the  issue  of 
intent.” The  exclusion  of  such  evidence 
would,  in  many  cases,  lead  to  a  result 
which  would  be  inconsistent  with  the 
expectations  of  the  parties.  We  decline 
to  follow  that  path. 

The  Commission  will,  in  the  first 
instance,  look  to  the  written  expression 
of  the  intent  of  the  parties  embodied  in 
the  contract  itself.  Where  we  find, 
however,  that  the  document  is  not  firee 


"The  circumstances  and  standards  under  which 
such  an  opportunity  will  be  provided  are  specified 
below. 

"See,  for  example,  Sam  Rayburn  Dam  Electric 
Cooperative  v,  F.RC.,  SlSF.2d998, 1003  (D.C.  Cir. 
1975).  In  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company  v. 
Federal  Communications  Commission,  541  FZd  346 
(3rd  Cir.  1976],  the  court  sustained  the  FCCs 
consideration  of  affidavits  concerning  the  parties*  ‘ 
intentions  in  the  execution  of  a  contract  Ihe  court 
relied  on  Section  556(d]  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  which  provides:  “Any  oral  or 
documentary  evidence  may  be  received,  but  the 
agency  as  a  matter  of  policy  shall  provide  for  the 
exclusion  of  irrelevant  immaterial,  or  unduly 
repetitious  evidence.”  The  court  said:  “The 
paramount  issue  being  the  real  intention  of  the 
parties, .  .  .  and  the  Commission  having  obviously 
concluded  that  an  affidavit  speaking  to  that  issue 
was  not  irrelevant  immaterial,  or  unduly 
repetitious,’  we  are  not  in  a  position  to  gainsay  that 
conclusion.”  541  F.2d  at  353.  We  caution  parties  to 
these  proceedings,  however,  that  the  Conunission 
will  not  necessarily  admit  affidavits  as  a  matter  of 
course  in  these  cases.  See  page  16,  n.  21,  infra. 


from  ambiguity,  we  will  also  rely,  in 
resolving  Ae  ambiguity,  upon  the 
following: 

(1)  reliable  and  probative  extrinsic 
evidence  of  the  parties’  intent; 

(2)  where  the  parties  to  the  contract 
are  in  agreement,  the  intent  which  they 
ascribe  to  their  area  rate  clause;  and 

(3)  where  the  above  factors  are  absent 
or  inconclusive,  the  text  of  the  clause  as 
interpreted  in  accordance  with  the 
standards  set  forth  below. 

The  relative  weight  which  each  of  the 
above-enumerated  elements  will  be 
given  in  a  particular  case  will  vary  with 
the  context  in  which  a  question  arises. 
There  are  three  discrete  types  of  cases 
which  we  will  now  proceed  to  discuss: 

(1)  The  parties  agree  on  an 
interpretation  and  no  third  party 
(including  Commission  staff)  contests  it. 

(2)  The  parties  can  not  agree  on  an 
interpretation  of  the  area  rate  clause. 

(3)  The  parties  agree  but  their  mutual 
interpretation  is  disputed  by  a  third 
party. 

In  the  first  case,  we  reaffirm  the  view 
expressed  in  Order  23  that,  even  where 
a  contract  does  not  expressly  provide 
for  the  collection  of  statutory  rates,  we 
will  generally  give  effect  to  the  intent 
ascribed  by  the  parties  to  their 
contractual  language  and  permit  them  to 
rely  on  the  area  rate  clause  as  authority 
for  the  collection  of  NGPA  rates.  Absent 
language  in  the  contract  which  would 
constitute  a  specific  exclusion  of 
legislatively  established  rates,  we  will 
assume  that  the  statements  of  the 
parties  as  to  their  intent  are  accurate 
and  truthful  and  will  accord  dispositive 
effect  to  the  mutual  interpretation  of  the 
parties.” 

However,  if  the  parties  themselves 
can  not  agree  on  the  interpretation  of  an 
area  rate  clause,  the  Commission 
obviously  can  not  be  guided  by  either  of 
their  conflicting  statements  of  intent.  In 
such  cases,  the  Commission  must  itself 
construe  the  contract.  The  starting  point 
for  analysis  is  the  text  of  the  contract.  If 
the  price  escalator  clause  expressly 
permits  collection  of  statutory  or 
legislatively  established  rates,  the 
Commission  will,  of  course,  permit 
sellers  to  charge  and  collect  NGPA 
rates.  Where,  however,  there  is  no  such 
explicit  reference,  the  Commission  will 
allow  the  parties  to  make  an  offer  of 
proof  as  to  intent.  If  an  offer  of  proof  is 
made,  the  Chief  AL}  (or  the  presiding 
judge,  if  one  has  been  designated)  v\^ 
then  determine  how  to  proceed  further. 
The  judge  will  evaluate  the  offer  and 


"However,  an  opportunity  to  rebut  this 
presumption  will  be  provided  if  a  protest  submitted 
by  a  third  party  or  the  staff  contaiiu  reliable  and 
probative  evidence  contradicting  the  parties’  mutual 
interpretation.  See  page  16,  infra. 


determine  whether  an  evidentiary 
hearing  should  be  held.  If  he  concludes 
that  the  evidence  offered  would  not  be 
reliable  and  probative  of  the  parties’ 
intent,  he  should  reject  the  offer  and 
issue  an  initial  decision  by  summary 
disposition  in  accordance  with  the 
interpretive  standards  discussed  below. 
Likewise,  if  a  hearing  is  held,  only 
evidence  determined  by  the  judge  to  be 
reliable  and  probative  should  be 
admitted. 

In  those  cases  where  there  is  no 
reliable  and  probative  evidence  of  intent 
or  where  such  evidence  is  inconclusive, 
the  Commission  will  ascertain  the  intent 
of  the  parties  on  the  basis  of  the  text  of 
the  clause  in  dispute.  In  such  situations, 
we  will  generally  conclude  that  a 
contract  containing  an  area  or  national 
rate  clause  does  not  authorize  collection 
of  all  NGPA  rates  if  it  contains  the 
following  disqualifying  terms: 

(1)  It  refers  to  rates  established  or 
prescribed  by  an  administrative  body; 

(2)  It  couples  the  reference  to 
administrative  action  with  a  reference  to 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  or  the  “just  and 
reasonable"  standard  of  that  Act;  and 

(3)  It  contains  no  additional  language 
which  has  the  effect  of  uncoupling  the 
link  between  agency  action  and  the 
statutory  standard  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act. 

If  all  of  the  above  three  factors  are 
present,  the  Commission  ivill  interpret 
the  contract  to  authorize  collection  of 
only  those  NGPA  rates  which  are  cost- 
based,  namely,  those  provided  in 
Sections  104  and  106(a).  If  these 
disqualifying  terms  are  not  all  present, 
we  would  generally  find  that  an  area  or 
national  rate  clause  authorizes  NGPA 
rates.  Let  us  explain. 

Where  a  reference  to  administrative 
action  is  not  coupled  with  a  reference  to 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  or  the  statutory 
standard  under  that  Act,  the 
Commission  will  generally  find  that  all 
of  the  NGPA  rates  are  authorized  by  the 
price  escalator  clause.  A  contractual 
provision  with  no  reference  to  a 
particular  ratemaking  standard  would 
generally  indicate  an  intent  to  permit 
prices  to  rise  to  the  highest  prices 
permitted  by  law.  The  fact  that  a 
contract  refers  to  rates  established  by 
the  Commission  or  by  a  “valid  order" 
does  not,  in  and  of  itself,  signify  that  the 
parties  intended  to  exclude  rates 
imposed  by  legislative  action.  The 
Commission’s  ratemaking  power  under 
the  Natmal  Gas  Act  was  delegated  to  it 
by  the  Congress.”  We  will  not  assume, 
in  the  absence  of  specific  language  or 
reliable  and  probative  evidence,  that  the 
parties  intended  to  be  boimd  by  an 


"See  order  23,  mimeo,  p.  46,  n.  44. 
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agency  determination  but  not  by  a 
mandate  emanating  from  the  source  of 
that  agency's  authority.  Hence,  we 
decline  to  conclude  that  the  mere 
transfer  of  the  ratemaking  function  from 
the  Commission  to  the  Congress — most 
likely  unforeseen  by  the  parties  at  the 
time  the  contract  was  executed — should 
operate  to  defeat  the  intent  of  the 
parties  simply  because  they  expressed 
that  intent  in  terminology  which  was 
based  on  the  regulatory  scheme  then  in 
force.  “ 

Similarly,  where  a  confract  provides 
for  escalation  to  "just  and  reasonable” 
rates  and  does  not  refer  to  agency 
action,  we  will  generally  conclude  that 
all  NGPA  rates  are  contractually 
authorized.  We  acknowledge  &at  a 
reference  to  the  “just  and  reasonable” 
standard  is  subject  to  differing 
interpretations.*^ Nevertheless,  in  those 


“Our  views  on  this  matter  are  consistent  with 
positions  taken  by  the  courts  under  analogous 
circumstances.  In  City  of  Oglesby  v.  FEJIC^  610 
F.2d  S97  (D.C  Cir.  1979),  the  court  accepted,  without 
discussion,  the  contention  of  the  petitioners  that  in 
providing  for  a  rate  change  “by  o^er  of  the  Illinois 
Commerce  Commission,”  the  parties  simply  meant 
to  “advert  to  the  command  of  the  appropriate 
regulatory  agency.”  The  agreements  had  been 
executed  after  FTC  (later  FERC)  jurisdiction  over 
wholesale  rates  had  become  clear,  but  the  language 
used  was  a  carryover  from  earlier  agreements.  In 
light  of  this  explanation,  the  court  had  no  difficulty 
in  substituting  the  federal  agency  for  the  state  body 
referred  to  in  the  contract  and  then  proceeded  to 
discuss  the  contested  issue  before  it  namely, 
whether  the  contract  incorporated  the  state’s 
regulatory  procedures  which  arguably  permit 
unilateral  rate  modifications.  610  F.2d  at  903. 

In  Richmond  Power  8f  Light  v.  F.P.  C.,  481  F.2d  490 
(D.C.  Cir.  1973),  the  court  followed  the  same 
approach  where  the  contract  had  been  entered  into 
prior  to  FPC  jurisdiction  over  the  agreement  The 
court  accepted  the  FPCs  position  that  the  parties 
intended  to  be  bound  by  an  order  of  the  appropriate 
regulatory  agency,  and  stated  that  it  had  no  quarrel 
in  principle  with  interpreting  the  contract  in  light  of 
changed  circumstances,  to  accomplish  what  the 
parties  intended.  481  F.2d  at  499. 

It  appears,  therefore,  that  the  courts  will  not 
invalidate  a  contractual  provision  merely  on  the 
basis  of  a  transfer  of  regulatory  jurisdiction. 
Accordingly,  even  where  area  rate  clauses  refer 
only  to  Commission  or  agency  action,  they  should 
not  becendered  inoperative  solely  because  of  the 
assumption  by  Congress  of  the  ratemaking  function. 

“Such  contracts  are  of  the  so-called  “going  rate” 
type  which  the  FPC  permitted  in  Section  lS4.93(b-l) 
of  its  regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
provided  that  the  “going  rates”  were  controlled, 
were  of  general  applicability,  and  satisfied  certain 
other  conditions.  As  we  said  in  Order  23  (mlmeo,  p. 
36),  the  NGPA  maximum  ceiling  prices  meet  each  of 
the  criteria  established  by  the  FI^ 

“  As  discussed  at  page  8  above,  the  parties' 
utilization  of  the  “just  and  reasonable”  standard  is 
ambiguous;  they  may  have  intended  to  limit 
escalation  to  administratively  established,  cost- 
based  rates.  Or  they  may  have  used  the  phrase 
simply  because  they  soi^t  assurance  that  the 
prices  collected  could  be  passed  through  and 
because  the  highest  legally  permissible  rates  were 
required  to  co^orm  to  the  standard  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  A  different  case  would  be  presented, 
however,  where  the  area  rate  clause  refers  to  rates 
established  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  Here  the 


cases  where  the  written  agreement  fails 
to  join  the  reference  to  the  "just  and 
reasonable”  standard  with  a  reference 
to  agency  action,  we  think  the  most 
reasonable  construction  of  the  clause,  in 
the  absence  of  reliable  and  probative 
evidence  of  a  contrary  intent,  is  that  the 
parties  intended  to  permit  prices  to  rise 
to.  the  maximum  rates  allowed  by  law.  *' 
However,  where  a  contract  couples  a 
reference  to  administrative  action  with 
the  "just  and  reasonable”  standard  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  there  is  no 
additional  language  which  has  the  effect 
of  uncoupling  that  link,  we  will 
generally  conclude,  absent  reliable  and 
probative  evidence  showing  otherwise, 
that  the  parties  meant  to  limit  escalation 
of  prices  to  those  which  are 
administratively  established  and  cost- 
based.  In  these  circumstances,  the 
ambiguity  inherent  in  the  adoption  of 
the  “just  and  reasonable”  standard  is 
clarified  by  the  use  of  terminology 
binding  the  parties  to  the  determinations 
of  an  administrative  body.  We  will 
therefore  resolve  that  ambiguity  by 
interpreting  the  area  rate  clause  as 
incorporating  the  traditional  features  of 
regulatory  practice  long  associated  with 
the  establishment  of  rates  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  namely,  the  use  of  a 
cost-based  methodology  and  the 
opportunity  for  party  participation 
afforded  by  an  agency  proceeding. 
Accordingly,  in  such  cases  the 
Commission  would  not  find  the  requisite 
contractual  authority  to  charge  and 
collect  NGPA  rates  other  than  the 
Sections  104  and  106(a)  rates.** 


parties  would  seem  to  have  bound  themselves  to  the 
statutory  scheme,  one  which  itself  ties  the  “just  and 
reasonable”  standard  to  agency  action  pursuant  to 
procedural  requirements  with  an  opportunity  for 
judicial  review.  A  clause  which  references  rates 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  would  seem  to  preclude 
authorization  of  NGPA  rates  unless  subsequent 
language  in  the  contract  uncouples  the  escalator 
clause  from  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

“This  view  is  most  plainly  in  accord  with  the 
weight  of  submissions  by  parties  to  these  contracts 
received  in  the  Order  23  proceedings.  See  p.  7, 
supra.  It  is  also  worth  noting  here  that  the  NGPA 
rates  are  “deemed  to  be  just  and  reasonable”  by  the 
Congress  and  their  passthrou^  to  consumers  is 
specifically  authorized  and  directed  unless  this 
Commission  finds  that  the  amount  paid  was 
excessive  due  to  fraud,  abuse,  or  similar  grounds. 
See  Sections  601(b)(lKA)  and  601(c)(2)  of  the  NGPA. 

“See  the  discussion  of  Section  104  and  Section 
106(a)  rates  in  Order  23,  mimea  pp.  44-46,  where  we 
said  ffiat  the  Section  104  prices  are  based  upon  and 
inextricably  linked  to  previously  prescribed  FPC 
rates,  and  that  this  is  ^so  generally  true  of  the 
Section  106  price  ceilings  applicable  to  rollovers  of 
interstate  contracts.  As  we  there  explained,  these 
prices  were  determined  by  freezing  FPC  rates  as  of 
April  20, 1977  and  changing  the  escalation  factors 
from  those  established  by  the  FPC  to  a  method 
which  takes  inflation  into  account  Thus,  wa  have 
cost-based  rates  which  are  adjusted  to  keep  them  in 
constant  real  April  1977  doUara.  Unless  the  parties 
in  a  particular  case  can  demonstrate  otherwise  by 
reliable  and  probative  evidence,  we  do  not  believe 


Where,  however,  the  contract 
contains  additional  language  which  has 
the  effect  of  dissociating  the  bond 
between  administrative  action  and  the 
statutory  standard  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  we  will  generally  conclude  that  the 
contract  authorizes  collection  of  all 
NGPA  rates  unless  reliable  and 
probative  evidence  demonstrates 
otherwise.  Such  an  uncoupling  could 
occur,  for  example,  where  a  refermice  to 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  or  the  "just  and 
reasonable”  standard  is  supplemented 
by  the  phrase  “or  successor  statutory 
authority”  or  words  of  similar  import  In 
this  circumstance,  the  parties  commit 
their  contractual  destiny  to  a  change  in 
the  statutory  scheme  and  give  advance 
acceptance  to  the  outcome  of  the 
legislative  process.** 

We  emphasize  that  while  the  above 
interpretive  standards  constitute,  in  our 
judgment,  the  most  reasonable 
constructions  of  ambiguous  area  rate 
clauses  in  the  absence  of  other  reliable 
indicia  of  intent,  they  are  by  no  means 
the  only  reasonable  interpretations  of 
such  clauses.  Thus,  for  example, 
contractual  language  coupling  a 
reference  to  agency  action  with  a 
reference  to  the  "just  and  reasonable” 
standard  would  not  necessarily  be 
inconsistent  with  an  intent  to  permit 
collection  of  the  highest  lawful  prices. 
When  viewed  in  the  context  of  the 
regulatory  scheme  in  effect  when  the 
agreement  was  entered  into,  such 
language  may  well  have  been  employed 
as  a  means  of  expressing  an  intent  to 
allow  the  maximum  rates  permitted  by 
law.  Conversely,  it  would  not  be 
unreasonable  to  interpret  a  clause  which 
refers  to  either  administrative  action  or 
the  "just  and  reasonable”  standard 
without  linking  the  two  as  authorizing 
only  administratively  established,  cost- 
based  rates.  Accordingly,  where  the 
meaning  of  an  ambiguous  contract  is 
clarified  either  by  the  mutually  agreed 
upon  interpretation  of  the  parties 
themselves  or  (where  the  parties  can  not 
agree)  by  reliable  and  probative 
extrinsic  evidence  of  the  parties'  intent, 
we  will  rely  on  those  factors  in 
determining  the  meaning  of  the  clause. 

In  short,  the  interpretive  guidelines  set 
forth  above  will  be  applied  only  where: 

(1)  the  contract  does  not  contain 
language  which  would  constitute  an 


that  the  mere  modification  of  the  escalation  factors 
had  the  effect  of  bringing  Section  104  and  Section 
106(a)  rates  outside  the  scope  of  what  was  generally 
contemplated  by  parties  who  intended  to  restrict 
escalation  to  administratively  established,  cost- 
based  rates. 

“Likewise,  if  a  refernce  to  administrative  action 
is  followed  by  language  broad  enough  to  encompass 
legislative  enactments,  the  clause  would  appear  to 
indicate  that  the  parties  did  not  intend  to  be 
restricted  to  the  outcome  of  an  agency  proceeding. 
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explicit  inclusion  or  exclusion  of 
statutory  rates,  and  in  therefore 
ambiguous; 

(2)  the  parties  themselves  are  not  in 
agreement:  and 

(3)  reliable  and  probative  evidence  of 
intent  is  either  absent  or  inconclusive. 

It  follows  from  the  foregoing  that  in 
the  third  type  of  case  enumerated 
above — where  the  parties  agree  but 
their  mutual  interpretation  is  contested 
by  a  third  party — a  different  standard 
must  be  applied  from  that  which 
pertains  when  the  parties  themselves 
are  in  diseigreement.  In  contrast  to  the 
latter  situation,  where  reliance  on  the 
parties*  present  statements  of  intent  is 
necessarily  precluded  by  their 
conflicting  positions,  we  will  generally 
presume  that  the  mutual  interpretation 
of  the  parties  to  a  contract  should  be 
relied  upon  to  resolve  any  ambiguities  in 
the  instrument.  The  parties  to  the 
agreement  are  in  the  best  position  to 
know  what  they  intended.  And  where 
they  agree  that  they  contemplated  the 
highest  legally  permissible  rates,  their 
statement  is  entitled  to  a  presumption  of 
validity  even  if  the  language,  standing 
alone,  lends  itself  to  an  interpretation 
that  they  envisioned  administratively 
established,  cost-based  rates. 
Accordingly,  while  we  consider  it 
appropriate  to  afford  affected  third 
parties  and  their  representatives  the 
opportunity  to  challenge  the  mutual 
understanding  of  the  parties  to  the 
contract,  such  third  parties  will 
necessarily  bear  a  heavy  burden  in 
attempting  to  overcome  the  presumption 
of  validity  to  which  the  interpretation  of 
the  direct  parties  is  entitled.  We 
conclude,  therefore,  that  in  the  case  of 
third-party  protests  to  the  collection  of 
NGPA  rates  which  the  parties  agree  is 
contractually  authorized,  the 
Commission  will  find  contractual 
authorization  to  collect  NGPA  rates 
unless  the  express  terms  of  the  contract 
exclude  rates  promulgated  by  statute  or 
the  protest  (including  any  supplemental 
filing  submitted  in  accordance  with  Rule 
23-B  procedures)  contains  reliable  and 
probative  extrinsic  evidence  which,  if 
true,  would  specifically  contradict  the 
mutual  interpretation  of  the  parties  and 
be  dispositive  of  the  case.^'  If  the  protest 
contains  such  evidence  or  if  the  express 
terms  of  the  contract  exclude  rates 
promulgated  by  statute,  the  Chief  ALJ  or 
the  presiding  judge  would  establish 
further  proceedings. 


If  such  evidence  takes  the  form  of  affidavits, 
they  must  aver  specific  factual  circumstances 
which,  if  true,  would  contradict  the  parties’ 
construction  of  the  contract. 

’^Further  proceedings  may  be  appropriate  even 
where  the  contractual  language  specifically 
excludes  rates  promulgated  by  statute  and  thus 


We  recognize  that  our  approach  may 
lead  to  differing  results  in  different 
cases  even  where  the  contractual 
language  is  identical,  depending  on 
whether  the  dispute  involves  the  parties 
themselves  or  third-party  protests.  For 
example,  where  the  parties  to  the 
contract  disagree  and  there  is  no 
reliable  and  probative  evidence  of 
intent,  we  might  interpret  a  particular 
clause  under  the  guidelines  set  forth 
above  as  authorizing  only  Section  104 
and  Section  106(a)  rates,  whereas  we 
would  find  that  the  same  clause 
authorizes  collection  of  all  NGPA  rates 
where  the  parties  agree  on  that 
interpretation  imless  a  third  party  can 
establish  by  reliable  and  probative 
evidence  that  the  parties  intended 
otherwise. 

We  see  nothing  wrong  with  that.  To 
begin  with,  since  we  are  dealing  with 
intent,  some  degree  of  variation  is  to  be 
expected;  it  would  be  surprising  indeed 
if,  in  light  of  the  reasonable  alternative 
constructions  discussed  above,  the 
parties  to  all  contracts  containing  the 
same  language  had  an  identical  intent. 
Moreover,  as  previously  stated,  the 
interpretative  standards  which  we  will 
apply  in  the  case  of  disputes  between 
the  parties  to  the  contract  do  not 
, necessarily  represent  the  only 
reasonable  interpretations  of  area  rate 
clauses;  rather,  the  guidelines  are  aids  to 
construction  where  other  extrinsic 
factors  are  imavailable  or  unreliable. 
Where  the  parties  are  in  agreement, 
however,  their  mutual  interpretation 
should  be  accepted  so  long  as  the  text  of 
the  clause  is  reasonably  susceptible  to 
that  interpretation  and  their  position  is 
not  contradicted  by  reliable  and 
probative  evidence. 

We  observe,  in  this  regard,  that  the 
body  of  contract  law  which  has  evolved 
under  our  legal  system  was  designed 
essentially  to  resolve  controversies 
between  the  parties  to  an  agreement  or 


does  not  appear  consistent  with  the  parties' 
interpretation,  since  they  may  have  engaged  in  a 
course  of  conduct  subsequent  to  execution  of  the 
instrument  which  modified  its  original  terms.  See 
Order  23-B,  mimeo,  p.  11,  n.  14. 

“  See  Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Company  v.  Hall 
Docket  No.  RI76-28  (order  issued  May  18, 1979), 
where  we  pointed  out  that  a  uniform  interpretation 
would  seem  to  be  impossible  where  the  issue  is  the 
intent  of  the  parties  to  a  contract.  Id.  at  8  (mimeo). 
However,  notwithstanding  the  possible  differences 
in  the  outcomes  of  particular  cases,  the  Commission 
has  primary  jurisdiction  over  the  issue  of 
contractual  authorization  to  charge  NGPA  rates 
under  the  criteria  established  in  Arkansas  Lousiana, 
supra.  First,  this'issue  is  clearly  of  great  import  to 
our  regulatory  responsibilities  under  the  NGPA. 
Furthermore,  it  is  evident  from  the  discussion  above 
that  to  the  extent  that  the  circumstances  of  different 
proceedings  are  similar,  the  Commission  will  apply 
uniform  standards  and  procedures  in  deciding  the 
question  of  contractual  authorization  to  charge 
NGPA  rates.' 


their  successors-in-interest.  When, 
however,  the  parties  reach  a  mutual 
understanding,  without  resort  to 
litigation,  as  to  the  proper  interpretation 
of  a  contractual  provision,  the 
construction  to  which  they  have  agreed 
is  controlling.  Furthermore,  even 'where 
the  parties  eventually  have  a  parting  of 
the  ways  and  litigation  ensues,  the 
courts  accord  great  weight  to  prior  acts 
or  declarations  of  the  parties  which  are 
indicative  of  a  previous  mutually  agreed 
upon  interpretation.^ It  would  appear 
even  more  appropriate  to  follow  that 
approach  when  the  parties  continue  to 
be  in  agreement  before  the  decisional 
forum,  and  particularly  where  the 
interpretation  of  the  parties  is  consistent 
with  that  suggested  by  a  majority  of  the 
comments  submitted  in  the  Order  23 
rulemaking  proceeding.*® 

V 

We  now  turn  to  the  application  of  the 
foregoing  guidelines  to  the  case  before 
us.  Although  the  Order  23  series  applies 
by  its  terms  to  contracts,  not  settlement 
agreements,  the  Commission  will  apply 
analogous  principles  in  interpreting  the 
lOGA  settlements.  These  settlements 
are  multiparty  rather  than  bilateral 
agreements,  and  the  controversy  we  are 
called  upon  to  decide  involves  not  only 
a  dispute  between  the  sellers  and  the 
purchasers  but  also  a  disagreement 
among  the  purchasers  themselves  as  to 
the  meaning  of  the  area  rate  clauses.  In 
these  circumstances,  the  Commission 
must  treat  the  settlements  as  a  case 
when  the  parties  can  not  agree  on  the 
meaning  of  the  contract. 

The  presiding  judge  concluded  that 
neither  of  the  area  rate  clauses  in  the 
two  settlements  authorizes  collection 
of  NGPA  rates.  He  held  that  the 


**  See  4  Williston  on  Contracts  $  623  (3rd  ed. 
196t).  In  United  States  v.  F.D.  Rich  Company,  434 
F.2d  855,  859  (9th  Cir.  1970),  the  court,  relying  on  a 
prior  Ninth  Circuit  decision  in  Pekovich  v.  Coughlin, 
258  F.2d  191  (1958),  said:  Pekovich  is  closely  in 
point.  There,  the  court  held  that  the  writing  was  . 
ambiguous  and  that  the  trial  judge  had  to  construe 
the  meaning  of  the  writing  by  recourse  to  the  facts 
as  developed  in  the  evidence.  There,  as  here,  the 
parties  agreed  on  the  meaning  of  the  instrument  in 
question.  The  court  went  on  to  say  that  such  being 
the  case,  the  contract  was  enforceable  as 
interpreted  by  the  parties  themselves. 

**  As  we  pointed  out  in  Order  23  (mimeo,  pp.  13- 
14),  the  responsibility  of  the  Commission  to 
determine  whether  contractual  authority  exists  for 
collection  of  NGPA  rates  is  based  upon  the  doctrine 
announced  by  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  Mobile  and 
Sierra  cases,  namely,  that  rate  filings  inconsistent 
with  contractual  obligations  are  invalid.  Those  two 
cases  involved  disputes  between  the  parties  to  the 
applicable  contracts,  not  third-party  protests  to  the 
collection  of  rates  which  the  parties  agreed  were 
contractually  authorized.  See  United  Gas  Pipeline 
Co.  V.  Mobile  Gas  Service  Corp.,  350  U.S.  332  (1950); 
F.P.Q'v.  Sierra  Pacific  Power  Co.,  350  U.S.  348 
(1950). 

"liiese  clauses  are  quoted  on  page  3.  supra. 
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language  in  both  clauses  unambiguously 
refers  only  to  administrative  action  as 
the  event  triggering  higher  rates;  hence, 
Congressional  enactment  of  the  NGPA 
could  not  have  that  effect.  He  further 
ruled  that  since  the  Commission’s 
function  with  respect  to  NGPA  rates  is 
ministerial  in  nature,  the  Commission 
did  not  “establish”  those  rates  within 
the  meaning  of  the  settlement  clauses.  In 
addressing  lOGA’s  contention  that  the 
parties  intended  the  rate  to  rise  to 
whatever  level  sanctioned  or  enacted  by 
the  federal  government,  the  judge 
responded:  “If  this  was  the  intent  of  the 
parties,  though,  it  was  not  embodied  in 
the  unambiguous  word  ‘order’.” 

For  the  presiding  judge,  the  test  of  the 
clauses  was  not  only  the  starting  point 
for  analysis,  but  the  end  point  as  well.  In 
this  he  erred.  For  the  reasons  expressed 
above,  the  fact  that  a  price  escalator 
clause  speaks  only  of  rates  established 
by  agency  action  does  not  necessarily 
mean  that  the  parties  intended  to 
exclude  statutory  rates.  The  judge  failed 
to  recognize  that  an  intent  to  permit 
escalation  to  the  maximum  lawful  rates 
may  well  have  been  embodied  in 
terminology  that  was  a  product  of  the 
then  prevailing  regulatory  setting.  The 
parties  should  have  been  provided  the 
opportunity  to  make  offers  of  proof  of 
reliable  and  probative  evidence  of  intent 
unless  the  area  rate  clauses  were  found 
to  contain  language  which  constitutes  an 
explicit  exclusion  or  inclusion  of 
statutory  rates.  Since  we  find  no  such 
express  terms  in  either  of  the  applicable 
clauses,  the  proceedings  will  be 
remanded  to  the  presiding  judge  for  the 
purpose  of  allowing  the  parties  to  make 
offers  of  proof  as  to  intent  “  and  for 
such  further  proceedings,  including  a 
hearing,  as  he  may  consider  necessary.^ 


”  Initial  decision  at  9. 

”  Certain  parties  argue  that  further  evidentiary 
proceedings  in  this  case  are  unnecessary  because,  if 
probative  evidence  of  intent  existed,  it  would  have 
been  offered  by  now.  This  may  be  true,  and  if  it  is, 
the  presiding  judge  should  be  able  to  bring  this 
matter  to  an  expeditious  conclusion.  But  we  must 
take  cognizance  of  the  fact  that  the  chief 
administrative  law  judge  at  the  outset  ruled  out  an 
evidentiary  hearing  because  he  determined  that  this 
case  presented  only  legal  issues,  and  he  stated  only 
that  Consolidated  was  “not  estopped”  from 
submitting  evidence  in  written  form.  See  page  4, 
supra.  On  this  record,  we  can  not  be  satished  that 
the  parties  were  not  dissuaded  by  the  Chief  ALJ’s 
procedural  orders  from  availing  themselves  of  the 
opportunity  to  present  such  reliable  and  probative 
evidence  as  they  believe  way  shed  light  on  the 
intent  of  the  parties.  We  therefore  now  provide  that 
opportimity. 

**We  are  proceeding  in  this  case,  as  did  the 
presiding  ju^e,  on  the  assumption  that  the 
settlement  agreements  are  the  controlling  legal 
instruments  with  respect  to  the  issue  of  contractual 
authorization  to  collect  statutory  rates.  See  initial 
decision  at  0.  Carnegie  contends,  however,  that 
because  its  contracts  with  the  lOGA  producers 
specifically  preclude  superseding  rates,  our 


Because  this  proceeding  involves 
settlements  rather  than  contracts,  we 
must  address  the  question  raised  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  the  Stdte 
of  New  York  concerning  the  privileged 
status  of  settlement  negotiations.  In 
Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corporation,  48  F.P.C.  1170, 1178-9 
(1972),  the  FPC,  in  upholding  a  claim  of 
privilege  with  respect  to  settlement 
negotiations,  observed  that  “[tjo  permit 
a  party  to  settlement  procedures  to 
disclose  and  to  attempt  to  make  use  of 
prior  positions  taken  or  the  details  of  the 
settlement  process  would  be  very 
prejudicial  to  the  settlement  of 
proceedings.”  We  agree  with  the  policy 
established  by  the  FPC  in  that  case. 
Consequently,  if  any  of  the  parties 
which  participated  in  the  settlement 
negotiations  in  these  dockets  asserts 
such  a  privilege,  evidence  of  the  conduct 
or  the  statements  of  the  parties  made 
during  the  course  of  such  negotiations 
will  not  be  admitted.  In  that  event,  the 
presiding  judge  may  consider  only  such 
reliable  and  probative  evidence  as 
would  not  violate  the  privilege. 

If  the  presiding  judge  determines, 
upon  remand,  that  a  hearing  is  not 
weirranted  on  the  basis  of  the  offers  of 
proof,  or  if  the  evidence  submitted  at  a 
hearing  proves  to  be  inconclusive,  an 
initial  decision  shall  be  rendered  based 
upon  the  terms  of  the  settlement 
agreements  in  accordance  with  the 
interpretive  standards  adopted  in  this 
order.  Upon  examination  of  the  relevant 
provisions  of  the  settlements  in  both 
dockets,  we  find  that  the  substantial 
differences  between  them  require  us  to 
reach  different  conclusions  as  to  the 
legal  effect  of  each  clause. 

Unless  demonstrated  otherwise  by 
extrinsic  evidence,  the  area  rate  clause 
in  Docket  No.  RI74-188  (the  “old  gas” 
settlement)  appears  to  limit  escalation 


construction  of  the  area  rate  clauses  in  the 
settlements  would  not  be  applicable  to  Carnegie  in 
any  event.  lOGA,  on  the  other  hand,  regards  die 
settlements  to  have  superseded  and  modified  the 
applicable  contracts.  lOGA  relies  on  the  provisions 
in  the  settlements  which  required  the  purchasers  to 
offer  to  modify  all  existing  contracts  so  that  they 
would  be  consistent  with  the  terms  of  the 
settlements.  The  agreement  in  Docket  No.  R175-21 
also  required  all  future  contracts  relating  to  wells 
commenced  on  or  after  January  1, 1976  to  be 
consistent  with  the  settlement  provisions.  Since 
neither  Carnegie  nor  lOGA  has  explained  why  the 
Carnegie  contracts  apparently  did  not  conform  to 
the  area  rate  clauses  in  the  settlement  agreements, 
Carnegie's  assertion  should  be  addressed  by  the 
presiding  judge  on  remand. 

In  those  cases  where  the  pipelines  and  producers 
did  modify  their  contracts  in  accordance  with  the 
settlements,  the  texts  of  the  contractual  provisions, 
if  not  ambiguous,  may  help  to  clarify  the  meaning 
attached  by  the  parties  to  the  area  rate  clauses  in 
the  settlement  agreements.  See  our  discussion  at 
page  18  above  concerning  the  significance  accorded 
to  the  parties'  interpretation  of  an  ambiguous 
agreement. 


to  administratively  established,  cost- 
based  rates.  'The  clause  speaks  of  the 
“the  issuance  by  the  Commission,  or  any 
successor  governmental  authority ...  of 
a  valid  order  establishing  a  just  and 
reasonable  ceiling  rate  ....’’Asa 
threshold  matter,  we  agree  with  the 
presiding  judge  that  the  phrase  “valid 
order”  signifies  an  agency  * 

determination.^  Also,  the  reference  to  a 
“successor  governmental  authority” 
must  be  understood,  in  the  context  of 
this  particular  clause,  to  refer  to  a 
successor  agency  rather  than 
Congress.^*  The  clause  also  expressly 
joins  that  agency  action  with  the  “just 
and  reasonable”  standard  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  and  there  is  no  additional 
language  which  uncouples  the  link 
established  in  the  text  between 
administrative  action  and  the  statutory 
standard  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 
Consequently,  absent  reliable  and 
probative  evidence  of  a  contrary  intent 
of  the  parties,  the  judge  shall  find  that 
the  old  gas  settlement  clause  authorizes 
collection  of  only  those  rates  prescribed 
in  Sections  104  and  106(a)  of  the 
NGPA.** 

In  contrast,  the  language  in  Docket 
No.  RI75-21  (the  “new  gas”  settlement), 
while  not  crystal  clear,  suggests  that  the 
parties  contemplated  escalation  of 
prices  to  whatever  levels  would  be 
permitted  by  law.  The  clause  provides 
for  higher  rates  upon  “the  issuance  by 
the  Commission,  or  any  governmental 


We  note,  however,  that  one  of  the  grounds  for 
the  judge's  conclusion — his  reliance  on  the 
definition  of  “order"  in  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act — was  erroneous.  Since  the  APA 
definition  (5  U.S.C  §  551(b))  specifically  excludes 
rulemaking,  the  judge's  construction  would  compel 
the  conclusion  that  the  clause  would  not  be 
triggered  by  the  establishment  of  new  area  or 
nationwide  rates  in  rulemaking  proceedings.  Such  a 
result  would,  in  our  view,  be  contrary  to  the  intent 
of  the  parties.  Indeed,  the  FPC  held  in  1977  that  the 
area  rate  clause  in  Docket  No.  R175-21  authorized 
collection  of  the  rates  established  in  Opinion  No. 
770,  which,  while  denominated  an  order,  was  the 
culmination  of  a  rulemaking  proceeding.  See  note  2, 
supra.  There  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  result 
would  have  been  any  different  if  the  clause  in 
Docket  No.  R175-21  had  referred  only  to  “order” 
rather  than  to  “order,  decision,  or  policy,” 
Therefore,  the  term  “order,”  as  us^  in  Commission 
practice,  is  not  necessarily  restricted  to  the  APA 
definition. 

In  Order  23  (mimeo,  p.  44,  n.  42),  we  withdrew 
our  previous  assertion  that  Congress  could  not  be 
considered  a  "successor”  under  a  “plain  meaning” 
construction  of  a  contract  But  that  does  not  mean 
that  “successor”  must  always  be  read  to  include 
Congress.  The  term  must  be  interpreted  in  the 
context  of  the  clause  as  a  whole. 

”The  judge  rejected  the  argument  of 
Consolidated  and  the  staff  that  the  Section  104 
inflation  adjustment  was  authorized  by  the  old  gas 
settlement  He  stated  that  ''[t]here  is  no  difference 
between  Section  104  and  any  other  section  of  Title  I 
(of  the  NGPA],  they  are  all  rate  provisions 
established  by  Congress,  not  the  FERC.”  Initial 
decision  at  10.  We  conclude  otherwise.  See  note  19, 
supra. 
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authority  *  *  *  of  an  order,  decision  or 
policy  establishing  a  rate  or  rates. 

*  *  *  ”  Thus,  the  clause  omits  the  term 
“successor,”  expands  "order”  to  include 
“decision  or  policy,”  and  contains  no 
reference  to  the  Natural  Gas  Act  or  the 
statutory  standard  of  that  Act.  Taken 
together,  these  factors  point  toward  an 
intent  to  allow  prices  to  rise  to  the 
highest  legally  permissible  rates.  In  this 
connection,  we  are  unable  to  accept  the 
conclusion  of  the  presiding  judge  that 
“issuance  of  policy”  cannot  constitute  a 
reference  to  Congressional  action. 
Indeed,  we  find  that  conclusion  rather 
strained.  We  believe  that  that  phrase  is 
sufficiently  broad  to  encompass  a 
legislative  enactment,’’ and  that,  when 
read  in  conjunction  with  the  omission  of 
“successor”  and  of  any  reference  to  a 
standard  for  establishing  rates,  the 
clause  in  its  totality  manifests  an  intent 
to  authorize  collection  of  statutory  rates. 
Accordingly,  the  presiding  judge  shall  so 
conclude  unless  the  parties  can 
establish  a  contrary  intent  by  reliable 
and  probative  evidence. 

In  its  brief  opposing  exceptions,  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  the  State 
of  New  York  (PSCNY)  emphasizes  that 
both  settlement  agreements  provide  that 
in  the  event  of  deregulation, 
redeterminations  of  prices  will  be  based 
on  a  cost-based  formula.  PSCNY 
appears  to  suggest,  as  previously  argued 
by  Equitable, ’’that  if  the  producers 
were  willing  to  accept  rates  derived 


”The  Supreme  Court  has  stated  that  “(tjhe 
essentials  of  the  legislative  function  are  the 
determination  of  the  legislative  policy  and  its 
formulation  as  a  rule  of  conduct.”  Opp  Cotton  Mills, 
Inc.  V.  Administrator,  312  U.S.  128, 145  (1941).  We 
do  not  here  hold  that  "issuance  of  policy” 
constitutes  an  unambiguous  reference  to  the 
legislative  process.  If  that  were  so,  there  would  be 
no  need  for  a  remeind.  We  simply  reject  the  notion 
that  the  phrase  must  be  construed  as  a  reference  to 
agency  action  alone. 

**The  judge  recognized  that  it  was  necessary  to 
reconcile  the  elimination  of  "successor"  with  his 
conclusion  that  only  agency  action  was  covered.  He 
resolved  the  problem  by  accepting  the  suggestion  of 
the  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  State  of  New 
Yoric  that  “(mjore  likely  than  not,  *  *  *  the  word 
was  eliminated  in  recognition  of  the  possibility  that 
state  agencies  or  federal  agencies,  while  not  being 
successors  to  the  FPC,  might  at  some  future  point 
have  regulatory  jurisdiction.”  Initial  decision  at  16. 
This  explanation,  apart  from  its  speculative 
character,  is  not  persuasive  on  its  face.  It  would 
require  us  to  conclude,  without  supporting  evidence, 
that  the  parties  in  fact  contemplated  the  possibility 
of  significant  legislative  action  (since  only  through 
legislation  could  the  FPC's  jurisdiction  have  been 
eliminated  or  transferred  to  a  non-successor 
agency)  and  were  prepared  to  tie  their  destiny  to 
the  determination  of  an  agency  whose  identity, 
procedures,  and  ratemaking  methodology  were 
unknown,  but  that  they  nevertheless  declined  to  be 
boimd  by  direct  Congressional  ratemaking.  If  that 
was  indeed  what  the  parties  intended,  they  will 
have  an  opportunity  to  so  demonstrate  by  reliable 
and  probative  evidence. 

**See  Equitable’s  motion  for  expedited  decision, 
filed  May  8, 1979,  pp.  1-2. 


through  a  cost-based  formula  in  the 
event  of  total  deregulation,  they  would 
not  have  contemplated  receiving  higher, 
non-cost-based  statutory  rates  if 
Congress  were  to  prescribe  such  rates 
rather  than  deregulate. 

We  do  not  believe  that  the 
deregulation  clauses  are,  on  their  face, 
dispositive  of  the  question  of  the  parties’ 
intent  with  respect  to  the  area  rate 
clauses.  For  one  thing,  the  area  rate 
clauses  contain  the  introductory 
language  “Notwithstanding  anything  to 
the  contrary  in  this  settlement  proposal. 

*  *  *  ”  Furthermore,  it  is  possible  that 
the  parties  regarded  a  cost-based 
formula  as  the  only  feasible  means  of 
restricting  price  escalations  to  a 
reasonable  level  in  an  environment  of 
complete  deregulation,  but  that  they 
were  fully  prepared  to  accept  a  different 
and  higher  limit  imposed  by  Congress. 
However,  the  argument  raised  by 
PSCNY  and  Equitable  merits  further 
inquiry,  and  the  parties  should  have  the 
opportunity  to  submit  reliable  and 
probative  evidence  bearing  on  the  issue 
of  whether  and  to  what  extent  the  intent 
of  the  parties  in  adopting  a  cost-based 
approach  in  the  deregulation  clauses 
bears  any  relationship  to  their  intent  in 
regard  to  the  area  rate  clauses. 
Accordingly,  the  parties  may,  on 
remand,  make  appropriate  offers  of 
proof  on  that  question. 

VI 

Another  issue  which  must  be  resolved 
in  this  proceeding  is  the  date  from  which 
NGPA  prices  may  be  collected.  There  is 
a  dispute  between  Consolidated,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  lOGA  and  the  staff,  on 
the  other,  as  to  whether  the  producers 
are  entitled,  pursuant  to  the  applicable 
settlement  agreements,  to  collect  NGPA 
rates  on  a  retroactive  basis  where  they 
have  elected  not  to  follow  the 
Commission’s  procedures  for  making 
interim  collections  subject  to  refund. 

The  presiding  judge  ruled  that  this 
issue  was  moot  in  light  of  his  conclusion 
that  the  settlement  agreements  do  not 
authorize  the  collection  of  NGPA  rates. 
Inasmuch  as  the  Commission’s  holdings 
in  this  order  remove  the  mootness,  we 
will  remand  the  issue  to  the  presiding 
judge.” 


“On  February  12, 1980,  lOGA  filed  a  motion  for 
severance  and  expedition  in  which  it  states,  among 
other  things,  that  Equitable  and  Carnegie  are  not 
permitting  lOGA  producers  to  make  interim 
collections  of  NGPA  prices  pursuant  to  the 
Commission's  regulations,  and  requests  the 
Commission  to  resolve  the  controversy.  Although 
lOGA  does  not  refer  to  a  previous  pleading  in  which 
it  raised  this  issue,  it  would  be  appropriate,  in  the 
interest  of  administrative  efficiency,  for  the 
presiding  judge  to  permit  the  parties  to  file 
pleadings  on  this  matter  and  to  address  it  in  his 
initial  decision  together  with  the  retroactive 


VII 

We  have  also  been  asked  to 
determine  whether  certain  alleged 
actions  of  Equitable  Gas  Company  in 
resisting  payment  of  the  higher  NGPA 
rates  constituted  violations  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  This  matter  arose  as  a 
result  of  an  Emergency  Petition  for 
Declaratory  Order,  filed  on  July  6, 1979, 
in  which  lOGA  made  certain  charges 
against  Equitable  and  requested 
appropriate  Hndings  and  relief  from  the 
Commission.  Specifically,  Equitable  sent 
a  letter  to  lOGA  members  in  June  1979 
threatening  to  exercise  its  contractual 
rights  to  refuse  to  purchase  gas  from 
them  for  the  period  July  9  to  November  1 
unless  they  waived  their  right  to  collect 
NGPA  prices  during  this  period.”  lOGA 
sought  a  ruling  that  Equitable  could  not 
compel  such  a  waiver;  a  finding  that  the 
shut-ins  of  wells  as  a  result  of 
Equitable’s  letter  constituted  a  de  facto 
abandonment  of  service  by  Equitable  in 
violation  of  Section  7(b)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act;  and  a  hnding  that  Equitable’s 
contract  with  lOGA  members  permitting 
curtailment  of  deliveries  during  a  six- 
month  period  is  unjust  and 
unreasonable  under  Sections  4  and  5  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act.  The  Chief  ALJ 
consolidated  for  decision  lOGA’s 
emergency  petition  with  the  instant 
proceeding. 

The  presiding  judge’s  rulings  on  the 
emergency  petition  were  based 
primarily  on  his  conclusion  that  the 
lOGA  producers  were  not  contractually 
entitled  to  NGPA  rates.  Thus,  he  held 
that  the  waiver  issued  is  moot,  and  that 
Equitable  would  not  cause  any  shut-ins 
or  curtail  purchases  if,  as  he  had 
concluded,  the  producers  were  limited  to 
existing  gas  prices. 

The  staff,  however,  urges  that  because 
the  judge’s  decision  on  NGPA  rates  was 
erroneous,  these  issues  are  not  moot. 

The  staff  also  contends  that  the  judge 
ignored  the  uncontested  fact  that  ten 
producers  had  shut  in  their  wells  as  a 
result  of  Equitable’s  letter.”  The  staff 
further  believes  that  Equitable’s  conduct 
was  violative  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
even  if  the  Commission  ultimately 
determines  that  NGPA  rates  are  not 
authorized  by  the  settlements.  lOGA 
also  claims  that  a  hearing  is  required  on 
the  petition  regardless  of  the  putco*"  of 
the  contract  dispute. 


collection  question.  Accordingly,  we  will 
consolidate  the  interim  collection  issue  with  the 
instant  proceeding  and  refer  it  to  the  judge  for  initial 
decision. 

“Equitable's  contract  requires  it  to  take  gas 
during  the  summer  months  only  "if  and  as  needed”. 

“  Equitable  states  in  its  answer  to  the  brief  on 
exceptions  that  after  the  initial  decision  was  issued. 
Equitable  advised  the  ten  producers  to  resume 
production. 
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Equitable  vigorously  defends  its 
actions  on  the  grounds  that  it  was  in  an 
oversupply  situation  and  wished  to 
prevent  its  customers  from  paying  more 
than  legally  required.  It  also  disputes 
certain  factual  allegations  made  by  the 
staff,  including  the  suggestion  that  . 
Equitable  might  be  paying  other 
producers  higher  prices  than  the  lOGA 
members  would  have  received  if  they 
had  been  entitled  to  NGPA  rates,  and 
the  charge  that  the  shut-ins  may  result  in 
the  permanent  loss  of  natural  gas. 

Since  it  appears  that  resolution  of  the 
matters  raised  in  the  emergency  petition 
would  not  necessarily  depend  upon  our 
conclusions  with  respect  to  the 
interpretation  of  the  area  rate  clauses, 
and  in  light  of  the  existence  of  disputed 
issues  of  fact  in  regard  to  the  petition, 
the  emergency  petition  will  be 
remanded  to  the  presiding  judge  for  a 
hearing. 

VIII 

On  June  26, 1979,  lOGA  filed  a 
petition  for  declaratory  order  raising  the 
question  of  whether  the  price  escalator 
clause  in  the  Docket  No.  RI75-21 
settlement  agreement,  as  interpreted  by 
the  Commission  in  this  proceeding,  is 
applicable  to  future  gas  purchase 
contracts  between  the  four  pipelines  and 
the  lOGA  producers.  This  is  a  different 
issue  n'om  the  one  discussed  above.  We 
have  previously  dealt  with  the  question 
of  whether  the  area  rate  clause  should 
be  interpreted  as  authorizing  collection 
of  NGPA  rates.  The  instant  petition, 
however,  requests  the  Commission  to 
determine  whether,  if  the  clause  does 
authorize  NGPA  rates,  all  new  contracts 
must  require  the  pipelines  to  pay  the 
statutory  rates  rather  than  such  lower 
prices  as  the  parties  may  establish 
through  negotiation. 

lOGA  asserts  that  certain  of  the 
pipelines  have  offered  contracts  to 
lOGA  producers  which  provide  for  rates 
lower  than  the  maximum  ceiling  prices 
prescribed  in  the  NGPA,  and  that  some 
producers  may  be  compelled  to  accept 
those  contracts  unless  the  Commission 
issues  a  declaratory  order  stating  that 
the  area  rate  clause  must  continue  to 
govern  future  contractual 
relationships.®®  lOGA,  in  contending 
that  the  settlement  mandates  adoption 
of  st^^utory  rates  in  future  contracts, 
relies  c.i  paragraph  7  of  the  settlement 
agreement,  which  states  in  part: 


”IOGA  also  requests  that  the  Commission 
declare  unenforceable  any  provisions  in  new 
contracts  to  which  producers  may  have  felt 
compelled  to  assent  which  are  inconsistent  with  the 
area  rate  clause  in  the  settlement  agreement,  as 
interpreted  by  the  Commission. 


Whether  or  not  now  in  existence. 
Contracts  in  respect  of  wells  Hrst 
commencing  jurisdictional  sales  on  or 
after  January  1, 1976,  shall  contain 
provisions  consistent  with  the 
provisions  hereof  and  shall  specify  a 
price  at  least  equal  to  the  higher  of  the 
Adjusted  Prices,  as  theretofore 
increased,  pursuant  to  Paragraph  3 
hereof. 

lOGA  further  states  that  the 
settlement  was  intended  to  provide 
some  measure  of  protection  to  producers 
whose  bargaining  power  is  neglible  vis- 
a-vis  the  interstate  pipelines  in  West 
Virginia,  and  that  in  the  absence  of 
deregulation,  the  pipelines  should 
adhere  to  their  bargain  and  purchase 
gas  at  the  applicable  NGPA  ceiling  rate. 

Consolidated  and  Columbia  have  filed 
responses  opposing  lOGA’s  petition.  “ 
Consolidated  argues  that  as  a  matter  of 
contract  law,  an  agreement  which  does 
not  expressly  limit  the  time  for 
continued  performance  is  construed  to 
extend  for  a  reasonable  time  only. 
Accordingly,  Consolidated  asserts  that 
the  future  contract  provision  in 
paragraph  7  of  the  settlement  agreement 
should  be  interpreted  to  require  price 
escalator  clauses  in  future  contracts 
only  for  a  commercially  reasonable 
time.  In  this  regard.  Consolidated 
believes  that  the  incentives  for 
production  embodied  in  the  NGPA  have 
significantly  diminished  the  need  for 
perpetual  extension  of  the  future 
contracts  provision  in  paragraph  7  of  the 
settlement. 

Columbia  contends  that  the  settlement 
agreement  should  be  interpreted  as 
having  expired  as  to  new  gas  purchases 
on  the  effective  date  of  the  NGPA.  It 
claims  that  area  rate  clauses  were 
necessary  under  the  regulatory  system 
in  effect  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  but 
that  they  are  now  inconsistent  with  the 
objectives  of  the  NGPA  and  with  the 
public  interest.  Specifically,  Columbia 
argues  that  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
producers  would  not  have  been  entitled 
under  their  contracts,  absent  an 
escalator  clause,  to  collect  new  area  or 
nationwide  rates  established  by  the 
Commission  despite  justification  under 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  such  new  rates. 
However,  Columbia  says,  the  NGPA 
generally  removed  pricing  authority 
from  the  Commission  and  was  intended 
to  permit  competitive  forces  to 
determine  pricing  decisions,  subject  to 
the  ceilings  prescribed  in  the  statute. 


^  As  stated  above,  both  of  these  pipelines  agree 
with  lOCA  that  the  area  rate  clause  in  the  new  gas 
settlement  authorizes  collection  of  NCPA  rates. 


Columbia  also  requests  that  the 
Commission,  if  it  concludes  that  the 
settlement  must  be  interpreted  as  lOGA 
suggests,  reopen  the  proceeding  and 
terminate  the  settlement  prospectively 
as  to  new  gas  purchases. 

By  order  dated  July  26, 1979,  the  Chief 
ALJ  denied  Consolidated's  request  that 
lOGA's  June  26  petition  be  consolidated 
for  decision  with  this  proceeding,  in  part 
because  the  petition  had  not  been 
noticed  or  docketed  and  was  therefore 
not  properly  before  him.  Hence,  the 
initial  decision  did  not  discuss  the 
issues  raised  in  that  petition.  The  staff, 
in  its  brief  on  exceptions,  renews-the 
request  for  consolidation.  We  agree  that 
the  issues  involved  in  the  petition  are 
sufficiently  related  to  the  other 
questions  in  this  case  to  warrant 
consolidation,  and  we  will  so  order.  We 
will  also  refer  lOGA’s  petition  to  the 
presiding  judge  for  initial  decision.  The 
judge  will  be  authorized  to  establish 
such  procedures  (including  a  hearing,  if 
he  determines  that  there  are  disputed 
material  issues  of  fact)  as  may  be 
necessary  to  resolve  the  issues  raised  in 
the  petition  and  related  pleadings. 

It  is  essential,  however,  that  the 
proceedings  involving  lOGA's  petitions 
for  declaratory  orders  not  delay  the 
resolution  of  the  issues  of  whether  there 
is  contractual  authorization  to  collect 
NGPA  rates  and,  if  so,  whether  such 
rates  may  be  collected  on  an  interim  or 
retroactive  basis.  Hence,  the  presiding 
judge  shall  issue  a  decision  on  those 
issues  as  soon  as  practicable,  whether 
or  not  the  proceedings  with  respect  to 
lOGA’s  petitions  have  been  completed.^* 

The  Commission  orders 

(A)  The  initial  decision  of  the 
presiding  judge  is  reversed  and  the 
proceeding  is  remanded  to  the  presiding 
judge  for  father  proceedings  in 
accordance  with  the  directions  provided 
in  the  body  of  this  order. 

(B)  The  Petition  for  Declaratory  Order 
With  Respect  to  Pricing  Provisions  in 
New  Gas  Purchase  Contracts,  filed  by 
lOGA  on  June  26, 1979,  is  consolidated 
for  decision  with  this  proceeding  and  is 
referred  to  the  presiding  judge  for  initial 
decision. 

(C)  The  issue  of  interim  collections 
raised  by  lOGA  in  its  motion  of 
February  12, 1980  is  consolidated  for 
decision  with  this  proceeding  and  is 
referred  to  the  presiding  judge  for  initial 
decision. 


lOCA  has  moved  for  the  opportunity  to  present 
oral  argument  before  the  Commission  on  the  issues 
in  this  proceeding.  It  does  not  appear  that  further 
elaboration  of  the  views  expressed  by  the  parties  in 
their  respective  briefs  is  necessary  in  this  case. 
Accordingly,  lOCA's  motion  will  be  denied. 
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(D)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  Sections  4, 
5,  7,  8, 15,  and  16,  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations,  a  hearing  shall  be 
held  in  this  proceeding  on  the  issues 
raised  in  the  Emergency  Petition  for 
Declaratory  Order  filed  by  lOGA  on  July 
6, 1979,  and,  if  the  presiding  judge 
determines  it  is  necessary,  on  the  issues 
raised  in  the  petition  referred  to  in 
paragraph  (B)  above  and  on  any  other 
issues  which  must  be  resolved  in  this 
proceeding. 

(E)  The  presiding  judge  shall  convene 
a  conference  as  soon  as  practicable  for 
the  purpose  of  establishing  procedures 
for  this  proceeding.  The  presiding  judge 
shall  be  authorized  to  establish  and 
modify  all  procedural  dates,  to  consider 
and  rule  upon  pertinent  offers  of  proof 
and  stipulations  of  facts,  and  to 
establish  such  further  procedures  as 
may  in  his  judgment  be  required  for 
purposes  of  this  proceeding. 

(F)  Ashland  Oil,  Inc.,  Texas 
Independent  Producers  and  Royalty 
Owners  Association,  Cities  of 
Charlottesville  and  Richmond,  Virginia, 
Four  Comers  Gas  Producers 
Association,  Mesa  Petroleum  Company, 
Tenneco  Oil  Company,  Pennzoil 
Company,  Pennzoil  Producing  Company, 
Pennzoil  Oil  and  Gas,  Inc.,  and  Pennzoil 
Louisiana  and  Texas  Offshore,  Inc.  are 
permitted  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding,  subject  to  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Commission; 
provided,  however,  that  the 
participation  of  such  interveners  shall 
be  limited  to  matters  affecting  asserted 
rights  and  interests  as  speciHcally  set 
forth  in  their  petitions  to  intervene;  and 
provided,  further,  that  the  admission  of 
said  interveners  shall  not  be  construed 
as  recognition  by  the  Commission  that 
they  may  be  aggrieved  because  of  any 
orders  of  the  Commission  entered  in  this 
proceeding. 

(G)  The  motion  of  Ashland  Oil,  Inc. 
for  leave  to  file  its  brief  out  of  time  is 
granted. 

(H)  lOGA’s  motion  for  oral  argument 
is  denied. 

(I)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission.  Commissioner  Holden, 
concurring  in  part  and  dissenting  in  part,  will 
have  a  separate  statement  which  will  be 
forthcoming. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.  80-7966  Tited  S-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  6450-8SHi 


[Docket  No.  ER80-181] 

Northern  States  Power  Co. 
(Wisconsin);  Order  Accepting  for  Fiiing 
arKf  Suspending  Proposed  Rate 
Changes,  Summariiy  Disposing  of  an 
Issue,  Granting  Interventions  and 
Establishing  Procedures 

Issued:  March  7, 1980. 

Before  Commissioners:  Charles  B.  Curtis, 
Chairman;  Georgiana  Sheldon,  and  George  R. 
HaU. 

On  January  11, 1980,  Northern  States 
Power  Company  of  Wisconsin  (NSP) 
tendered  for  filing  a  revised  schedule  to 
contracts  with  eleven  municipal  full- 
requirements  customers  located  in 
Wisconsin.*  The  proposed  changes 
would  increase  revenues  fi'om 
jurisdictional  sales  by  approximately 
$895,000  annually  (13.3%),  based  upon 
estimates  for  the  twelve-month  test 
period  ending  December  31, 1980.  NSP 
requests  an  effective  date  of  March  11, 
1980. 

Public  notice  of  the  filing  was  issued 
on  January  15, 1980,  with  all  response 
due  by  February  6, 1980.  On  February  6, 
1980,  five  municipals  ^  filed  a  petition  to 
intervene  and  request  for  maximum 
suspension  alleging  that  the  proposed 
increase  includes  amortization  of  costs 
incurred  due  to  cancellation  of  the 
Tyrone  nuclear  plant  even  though 
consideration  of  those  costs  is  before 
this  Commission  in  another  proceeding  ^ 
and  that  NSP’s  filing  in  this  docket 
imposes  a  time-of-day  energy  charge 
which  may  have  a  substantial  impact  on 
some  of  the  intervenors.  The  municipals 
also  allege  that  the  proposed  increase 
will  yield  a  return  from  wholesale 
service  of  9.58  per  cent  in  Period  II  while 
the  estimated  return  fi'om  all  other 
electric  service  in  Period  U  is  7.18  per 
cent,  thereby  suggesting  that  price 
squeeze  may  result.  On  February  6, 1980, 
the  Public  Service  Commission  of 
Wisconsin  filed  a  notice  of  intervention. 
On  February  20, 1980,  NSP  submitted  an 
answer  to  the  municipals’  petition  to 
intervene. 

NSP’s  proposal  includes  a  new  rate 
for  partial  requirements  service.  At  the 
present  time,  there  are  no  customers 
taking  service  under  the  rate.  However, 
NSP  states  that  it  is  currently 
negotiating  the  possibility  of  partial 
requirements  service  with  the  Cities  of 

'  See  Attachment  A  for  rate  schedule 
designations. 

*The  five  municipals  are  Bloomer.  New 
Richmond,  Whitehall,  Westby  and  Black  River 
Falls,  Wisconsin. 

*See  Northern  States  Power  Company,  Docket 
No.  ER79-61B.  order  issued  October  22, 1979. 


Barron  and  Black  River  Falls.*  NSP  did 
not  submit  a  separate  cost  of  service 
study  for  partial  requirements  service, 
stating  that  the  partial  requirements  rate 
is  based  on  the  same  costs  that  are 
represented  in  the  full  requirements 
service  rate.  NSP  contends  that  such 
costs  are  an  appropriate  basis  for  the 
partial  requirements  rate  because  of 
certain  load  contract  features  of  the  rate 
designed  to  make  partial  requirements 
customers  exhibit  the  same  load 
characteristics  as  service  to  full 
requirements  customers. 

Under  the  holding  of  Opinion  No.  19,* 
contributions  to  the  Liquid  Metal  Fast 
Breeder  Reactor  (LMFBR)  may  not  be 
allocated  to  wholesale  customers’  costs 
of  service.  Based  on  that  holding,  we 
have  held  that  the  exclusion  the  LMFBR 
payments  from  the  wholesale  cost  of 
service  is  properly  a  matter  for  summary 
disposition.*  Accordingly,  we  shall 
summarily  dispose  of  this  issue  by 
directing  NSP  to  exclude  contributions 
to  the  LMFBR  fiom  its  cost  of  service. 
However,  because  the  portion  of  NSP’s 
alleged  revenue  requirement  associated 
with  this  siunmary  issue  is  nominal,  we 
shall  not  require  refiling  of  rates 
conforming  to  our  summary  disposition 
pending  the  resolution  of  this  case. 

In  a  recent  case  ’’  we  decided  that 
newly  docketed  rate  proceedings  in 
which  a  price  squeeze  issue  is  raised, 
should  be  phased  so  that  a  decision  first 
may  be  reached  on  cost  of  service, 
capitalization,  and  rate  of  return  issues. 
If  the  price  squeeze  persists  in  the  view 
of  the  alleging  party,  a  second  phase  of 
the  proceeding  may  follow  on  this  issue. 
We  shall  phase  the  price  squeeze 
allegation  raised  by  the  municipals  in 
accordance  with  our  Arkansas  order. 

We  find  no  compelling  reason  at  this 
time  to  deviate  fiom  the  procedme  set 
out  in  that  order. 

The  amount  of  extraordinary  property 
loss  which  NSP  seeks  to  amortize  in 
Docket  No.  ER79-616  is  apparently 
included  in  the  increase  in  the  current 
docket.  The  hearing  in  Docket  No.  ER79- 
616  was  established  to  determine:  (1) 
Whether  the  amortization  is  proper;  (2) 
Whether  the  NSP-Minn/NSP-Wis 
Coordination  Agreement  affords  a 
reasonable  method  of  allocating 
amortization;  and  (3)  Whether  the  length 

*The  present  Electric  Service  Agreement  between 
NSP  and  Black  River  Falls  expires  February  27, 

1982.  NSP  does  not  presently  serve  Barron. 

*  Carolina  Power  Sr  Light  Company,  Docket  No. 
ER76-495  (Hiase  U],  issued  August  2. 197a 

*  Connecticut  Powers  Light  Company,  Docket 
No.  ER78-517,  Order  on  Rehearing  issued  November 
22. 197a  Arkansas^issouri  Power  Company, 

Docket  No.  ER78-489,  Order  issued  October  12, 

197a 

’’Arkanas  Power  and  Light  Company,  Docket  No. 
ER79-339.  order  issued  August  a  1979. 
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of  the  amortization  period  is 
appropriate.  The  filing  in  the  instant 
docket  should,  therefore,  be  subject  to 
the  outcome  of  the  proceedings  in 
Docket  No.  ER79-616  as  to  those  issues, 
and  they  will  not  be  relitigated  in  this 
proceeding. 

Our  review  indicates  that  the 
proposed  rates  have  not  been  shown  to 
be  just  and  reasonable  and  may  be 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  preferential  or  otherwise 
unlawful.  We  shall  therefore  accept 
NSP's  submittal  for  filing  and  suspend 
the  proposed  rates  for  two  months,  to 
become  effective  May  11, 1980,  subject 
to  refund  after  hearing  and  decision 
thereon.  The  participation  of  the 
municipals  listed  in  n.2,  supra  may  be  in 
the  public  interest  and  their  petition  to 
intervene  will  be  granted. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  The  full- 
requirements  rates  proposed  by  the 
Northern  States  Power  Company  of 
Wisconsin  are  hereby  accepted  for  filing 
and  suspended  for  two  months,  to 
become  effective  May  11, 1980,  subject 
to  refund.  The  proposed  partial- 
requirements  rates  are  hereby  accepted 
for  filing  and  suspended  for  one  day,  to 
become  effective  on  March  12, 1980, 
subject  to  refund.  NSP  is  directed  to  file 
service  agreements  for  any  customer 
subsequently  electing  to  take  partial- 
requirements  service  under  NSP’s 
proposed  rates,  pursuant  to  section  35.3a 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations. 

(B)  Summary  disposition  is  hereby 
ordered  regarding  NSP’s  inclusion  of 
contributions  to  LMFBR  as  a  component 
of  its  cost  of  service. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  and  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Section  402(a]  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  Organization  Act  and  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  and  pursuant  to  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  and  the  regulations  under  the 
Federal  Power  Act  (18  CFR,  Chapter  I),  a 
public  hearing  shall  be  held  concerning 
the  rates  proposed  in  this  docket. 

(D)  We  hereby  order  initiation  of  price 
squeeze  procedures  and  further  order 
that  this  proceeding  be  phased  so  that 
the  price  squeeze  procedures  begin  after 
issuance  of  a  Commission  opinion 
establishing  the  rate  which,  but  for  a 
consideration  of  price  squeeze,  would  be 
just  and  reasonable.  The  presiding  judge 
may  order  a  change  in  this  schedule  for 
good  cause.  The  price  squeeze  portion  of 
this  case  shall  be  governed  by  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  section  2.17  of 
the  Commission’s  regulations  as  they 
may  be  modified  prior  to  the  initiation  of 
the  price  squeeze  phase  of  this 
proceeding. 


(E)  Staff  shall  serve  top  sheets  in  this 
proceeding  on  or  before  June  11, 1980. 

(F)  The  petitions  of  the  municipal 
customers  to  intervene  are  granted 
subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  Commission;  Provided,  however, 
that  participation  by  the  intervenors 
shall  be  limited  to  matters  set  forth  in 
their  petition  to  intervene;  and  Provided, 
further,  that  the  admission  of  any 
intervenor  shall  not  be  aggrieved 
because  of  any  order  or  orders  by  the 
Commission  entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(G)  A  presiding  administrative  law 
judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  for  that 
purpose  shall  convene  a  conference  in 
this  proceeding  to  be  held  within  ten  (10) 
days  of  the  service  of  top  sheets  in  a 
hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  The  designated  law  judge  is 
authorized  to  establish  procedural  dates 
and  to  rule  on  all  motions  (except 
motions  to  consolidate  or  sever  and 
motions  to  dismiss),  as  provided  for  in 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure. 

(H)  The  Secretary  shall  promptly 
publish  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7967  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  64SO-S5-M 


[Docket  Nos.  ER60-65] 

Southern  Company  Services,  Inc.; 
Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and 
Suspending  the  Proposed  Rates, 
Granting  Waiver  of  Notice 
Requirements  and  Certain  Filing 
Requirements,  Granting  Intervention, 
and  Establishing  Procedures 

Issued:  March  7, 1980. 

Before  Commissioners:  Charles  B.  Curtis, 
Chairman;  Georgiana  Sheldon,  Matthew 
Holden,  Jr.,  and  George  R.  Hall. 

On  January  8, 1980,  Southern 
Company  Services,  Inc.  (SCSI) 
completed  its  tender  of  filing  *  on  behalf 
of  Alabama  Power  Company,  Georgia 
Power  Company,  Gulf  Power  Company, 
and  Mississippi  Power  Company' 
(operating  companies]  of  a  revised 
interchange  contract  ‘  which  provides 
for  the  interchange  of  capacity  and 
energy  between  the  operating 
companies  and  the  calculation  of 


'  Although  the  filing  was  originally  submitted  on 
November  1, 1979,  it  was  not  completed  until  the 
January  8, 1980  submittal  of  addition  information 
requested  by  Staff. 

*See,  Appendix  A  for  rate  schedule  designations. 


capacity  and  energy  charges.  The 
operating  companies  and  SCSI  are 
subsidiaries  of  the  Southern  Company 
and  are  all  parties  to  the  revised 
interchange  contract.  SCSI  requests 
waiver  of  the  notice  requirements  of 
Section  35.3  of  the  Regtilation  and 
waiver  of  the  Statement  A-P  filing 
requirements.  SCSI  also  requests  an 
effective  date  of  January  1, 1980. 

Previously,  the  interchange  contract 
was  amended  annually  to  reflect 
anticipated  load  and  capacity  conditions 
for  the  subsequent  calendar  year.  'The 
annual  amendments  were  filed  as 
changes  in  rates  under  Section  205  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act.  SCSI  states  that, 
because  the  operating  companies 
incurred  considerable  regulatory 
expenses  associated  with  the  annual 
filing  of  amendments  to  the  interchange 
coi  ract,  the  operating  companies 
instituted  a  cost  of  service  formula 
(formulary  rate)  which  allows  for  a 
periodic  recalculation  of  capacity  and 
ene^  charges. 

A  manual  has  been  filed  as  a 
supplement  to  the  revised  interchange 
contract  which  contains  a  description  of 
the  methodology  and  procediu'e  used  to 
calculate  the  capacity  and  energy 
charges.  In  addition,  the  revised 
interchange  contract  includes  an 
informational  schedule  which  reflects 
the  charges  derived  fi'om  the  application 
of  the  formulary  rate.  The  capacity 
charges,  which  previously  were  based 
upon  the  embedded  costs  of  all 
generating  facilities  (including  step-up 
transformers)  will  now  reflect  only  the 
cost  of  fossil  steam  and  combustion 
turbine  generating  units. 

The  operating  companies  contemplate 
that  the  capacity  and  energy  charges 
will  be  revised  each  year  pursuant  to  the 
procedures  contained  in  the  manual. 
However,  the  operating  companies 
believe  that  those  revisions  will  not  be 
changes  in  rates  which  would  require  a 
filing  and  suspension  imder  the  Federal 
Power  Act. 

Notice  of  this  filing  was  issued  on 
November  6, 1979,  with  comments, 
protests,  and  petitions  to  intervene  due 
on  or  before  November  27, 1979. 

Petitions  to  intervene  were  filed  by 
Oglethorpe  Power  Corporation  ’  and  the 
Municipal  Electric  Authority  of  Georgia 
(MEAG).*  On  November  28, 1979,  SCSI 


*  Oglethorpe,  an  electric  membership  corporation 
consisting  of  39  electric  corporations  operating  in 
the  State  of  Georgia,  purchases  a  portion  of  its 
electric  requirements  from  Georgia  Power  Company. 

*MEAG,  consisting  of  46  Georgia  municipalities 
and  the  Crisp  County  Power  Commission,  receives  a 
portion  of  its  electric  requirements  through  a  joint 
operation  of  generating  facilities  with  Georgia 
Power  Company  and  purchases  a  portion  of  its 
requirements  under  Georgia  Power  Company's 
partial  requirements  tariff. 
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filed  a  response  to  the  petitions  to 
intervene. 

Both  Oglethorpe  and  MEAG  request  a 
one  day  suspension,  investigation,  a 
hearing  and  any  other  relief  deemed 
appropriate  by  this  commission.  In 
support  of  its  petition,  Oglethorpe  states 
that  most  of  the  power  it  provides  to  its 
members  is  presently  purchased  from 
Georgia  Power  Company  pursuant  to  a 
partial  requirement  tariff  on  hie  with 
this  Commission.  Oglethorpe  further 
states  that,  if  there  is  no  annual  §  205 
review  of  the  formulary  rate  contained 
in  the  revised  interchange  contract,  the 
revised  interchange  contract  could  have 
an  adverse  effect  upon  Oglethorpe 
through  the  partial  requirements  rates  of 
Georgia  Power  Company.  Oglethorpe 
maintains  that  the  criteria  used  to 
establish  the  capacity  requirments  under 
the  revised  interchange  contract  is  not 
consistent  with  the  manner  in  which  the 
system  is  engineered  and  operated. 
According  to  Oglethorpe,  this 
inconsistency  results  in  an  inequitable 
capacity  responsibility  between  the 
operating  companies  which  adversely 
effects  Oglethorpe  as  a  partial 
requirements  customer  of  Georgia 
Power  Company. 

In  its  petition  to  intervene,  MEAG 
states  that  a  preliminary  analysis  of  the 
initial  Hling  reveals  that  the  revised 
interchange  contract  may  include  per  se 
unlawful  provisions  and  procedures. 
SpeciHcally,  MEAG  asserts  that  the 
formulary  ratemaking  approach 
contained  in  the  manual  violates  the 
"filed  rate”  doctrine  ’  inasmuch  as  the 
formulary  rate  would  automatically 
permit  future  increases  in  pool 
transaction  rates  and  charges  without 
satisfying  the  basic  filing  requirements 
of  Section  205  of  the  Federal  Power  Act. 
MEAG  also  contends  that  the  revised^ 
interchange  contract  does  not  provide 
for  an  after-the-fact  accoimting  to 
reconcile  the  projected  assumptions 
found  in  the  revised  contract.  According 
to  MEAG,  the  failure  to  provide  for  and 
guarantee  an  actual  after-the-fact 
accounting  procedure  may  be  unlawful 
and  unreasonable  since  the  formulary 
ratemaking  approach  is  based  wholly  on 
projected  estimates. 

Discussion 

We  shall  grant  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  notice  requirements  to 


*In  essence,  the  “filed  rate”  doctrine  stands  for 
the  proposition  that  a  public  utility  can  claim  no 
rate  as  a  legal  right  that  is  other  tWi  the  filed  rate. 
Montana-Dakota  UUUUea  Co.  v.  Northwestern 
Public  Service  Co.,  341  U.S.  246  (1951).  See  also, 
Maine  Public  Service  CoLipany  v.  FK,  579  F.2d  659 
(1st  Cir.  1978);  City  of  Cleveland  v.  PPC,  525  P.2d 
845  (D.C  Cir.  1976);  Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  v.  FPC, 
424  F.2d  411  (10th  Cir.  1969),  cert,  dismissed,  400 
U.S.  801  (1971). 


allow  service  to  begin  under  the  revised 
interchange  contracts  as  of  January  1, 
1980.  Further,  waiver  of  statement  A-P 
requirements  shall  be  granted  inasmuch 
as  statements  A-P  have  limited 
application  to  the  interchange 
transactions  and  pricing  mechanisms 
contemplated  by  the  instant  filing. 

The  revised  interchange  contract  filed 
on  January  8, 1980  has  not  been  shown 
to  be  just  and  reasonable  and  may  be 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory  or  otherwise  unlawful. 
Accordingly,  we  shall  suspend  that  filing 
for  one  day,  to  become  effective  as  of 
January  1, 1980,  subject  to  refund.  Any 
subsequent  revision  to  the  charges  in 
accordance  with  the  suspended 
formulary  rate  shall  be  filed  by  SCSI  as 
a  change  in  rate  60  days  before  its 
proposed  effective  date.  However,  we 
shall  waive  the  full  filing  requirements 
of  Section  35.13  of  the  regulations  as  to 
subsequent  revisions  on  condition  that 
any  rate  increase  shall  be  collected 
subject  to  refund  pending  the  outcome  of 
the  hearing  ordered  below. 

We  believe  a  hearing  concerning  the 
justness  and  reasonableness  of  the 
capacity  and  energy  rate  levels 
proposed  in  the  revised  interchange 
contract  as  well  as  the  justness  and 
reasonableness  of  the  formulary  method 
for  determining  the  capacity  and  energy 
rate  levels  in  the  future  is  appropriate. 

We  also  note  that  similar  formulary 
rates  have  been  recently  set  for 
investigation  and  hearing.*  Because  of 
that  fact,  we  have  consolidated  this 
proceeding  with  Docket  Nos.  ER80-160 
and  ER80-58.''  Participation  of 
Oglethorpe  and  MEAG  in  this 
proceeding  may  be  in  the  public  interest. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  We 
hereby  grant  waiver  of  the  120  day 
notice  requirement  set  out  in  §  35.3  of 
the  Commission’s  Regulations. 

(B)  Waiver  of  the  Statement  A-P 
filings  requirements  of  §  35.13  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  is  granted. 

(C)  The  operating  companies’  revised 
interchange  contract  is  hereby  accepted 
for  filing  and  suspended  for  one  day,  to 
become  effective  as  of  January  1, 1980, 
subject  to  refund. 

(D)  Oglethorpe  and  MEAG  are  hereby 
permitted  to  intervene  in  this  proceeding 
subject  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of 
the  Commission:  provided,  however. 
that  participation  by  such  intervenors 
shall  be  limited  to  the  matters  set  forth 


*  Southern  Company  Services,  bic.  Docket  No. 
ER80-58,  order  issued  February  12, 1980;  Southern 
Company  Services,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  ER80-160,  order 
issu^  February  29, 1980. 

’See,  Southern  Company  Service,  Inc.,  Docket 
No.  ER80-100,  order  issued  February  29, 1980. 


in  their  petitions  to  intervene;  and 
provided,  further,  that  the  admission  of 
such  intervenors  shall  not  be  construed 
as  recognition  by  the  Commission  that 
they  might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any 
order  or  orders  of  the  Commission 
entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(E)  This  proceeding  is  hereby 
consolidated  with  Docket  No.  ER80-58 
and  ER80-160  for  purposes  of  hearing 
and  decision. 

(F)  We  hereby  grant  waiver  of  our 
Section  35.13  filing  requirements  for 
future  rate  changes  made  in  accordance 
with  the  formula  filed  herein  on  the 
condition  that  SCSI  agree  to  collect  any 
increases  in  the  rate  under  the  formula 
subject  to  refund  pending  the  outcome  of 
this  proceeding.  SCSI  shall  file  these 
rate  changes  with  the  Commission  60 
days  before  their  proposed  effective 
dates. 

(G)  The  Secretary  shall  promptly 
publish  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  tlie  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

pH  Doc.  80-7968  nied  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BI  LUNG  CODE  6450-e5-M 


[Docket  Nos.  CP74-138,  CP74-139,  CP74- 
140] 

Trunkline  LNG  Co.  and  Trunkline  Gas 
Co.;  Extension  of  time 

March  3, 1980. 

On  February  26, 1980,  Truckline  LNG 
Company  and  Trunkline  Gas  Company 
filed  a  request  for  an  extension  of  time 
to  commence  initial  service  at  their  LNG 
terminal  facilities  at  Lake  Charles, 
Louisiana,  pursuant  to  Ordering 
Paragraph  (NJ  of  Commission  Opinion 
No.  796,  issued  April  29, 1977,  in  the 
above-docketed  proceeding.  This  motion 
is  a  supplement  to  a  previous  extension 
request  which  was  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  August  31, 1979.  In  their 
original  motion,  the  companies  stated 
that  additional  time  was  needed 
because  of  unanticipated  construction 
delays.  The  February  26, 1980,  motion 
states  that  on  February  15, 1980, 
Trunkline  LNG  Company  filed  its  semi¬ 
annual  report  with  the  Commission 
which  indicated  that  the  terminal 
facilities  would  be  ready  for  deliveries 
in  April  1981. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  an  extension  is  granted  to  and 
including  July  1, 1981,  for  the 
commencement  of  initial  service  as 
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required  by  Ordering  Paragraph  (N)  of 
Opinion  No.  796. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7969  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  COOe  6450-SS-M 

Office  of  the  Special  Counsel  for 
Compliance 

Proposed  Order  of  Disallowance  to 
Continental  Oil  Co. 

agency:  Department  of  Energy  (DOE). 
action:  Notice  of  Proposed  Order  of 
Disallowance  and  Opportunity  for 
Aggrieved  Persons  to  Object. 

summary:  The  Office  of  Special  Counsel 
for  Compliance  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  (OSC)  hereby  gives  the  notice 
required  by  10  CFR  205.199(h)  and 
205.192  that  it  has  issued  a  proposed 
Order  of  Disallowance  to  Continental 
Oil  Company  and  that  any  aggrieved 
person  may  file  a  Notice  of  Objection  to 
the  Proposed  Order  of  Disallowance  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  §  205.193  on  or 
before  March  31, 1980. 

The  Proposed  Order  of  Disallowance 

Continental  Oil  Company  (Conoco), 
which  is  headquartered  at  High  Ridge 
Park,  Stamford,  Connecticut  06904,  is  a 
refiner  subject  to  the  allowable  cost 
passthrough  calculations  and  transfer 
pricing  rules  of  10  CFR  212.83  and  212.84. 
These  regulations  are  used  to  determine, 
among  other  things,  the  proper 
measurement  of  costs  of  crude  oil 
imported  by  a  firm  through  its  foreign 
affiliates. 

In  April  1977,  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration  (FEA)  issued  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Disallowance  to  Conoco 
alleging  that  the  firm  had  overstated  its 
costs  with  respect  to  interaffiliate 
imported  Libyan,  Venezuelan  and 
Iranian  crude  oil  transactions  by 
approximately  $2  million  for  the  period 
October  1973  through  May  1975, 

In  December  1977,  the  Office  of 
Special  Counsel  for  Compliance  was 
created  within  the  Department  of 
Energy.  In  February  1978,  the 
responsibility  for  the  transfer  pricing 
program  was  transferred  from  the  Office 
of  Enforcement,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  to  the  OSC.  In 
subsequent  meetings  and 
correspondence  between  the  OSC  and 
Conoco,  the  amount  was  adjusted  to 
approximately  $4.1  million  in 
recognition  of  misreported  information 
and  certain  amendments  to  the 
maximum  and  representative  process  as 
announced  in  43  FR  34186  (August  3, 
1978).  The  Proposed  Order  requires 


Conoco  to  reduce  its  costs  for  the  period 
October  1973  through  May  1975  by 
$4,153,114.90,  and  to  determine  whether 
its  prices  for  petroleum  products  were 
excessive  as  a  result. 

Submission  of  Objection 

Aggrieved  persons  may  object  to  this 
Proposed  Order  of  Disallowance  by 
filing  a  “Notice  of  Objection  to  the 
Proposed  Continental  Oil  Company 
Order  of  Disallowance.”  The  Notice 
must  comply  with  the  requirements  of  10 
CFR  205.193.  To  be  considered,  a  Notice 
of  Objection  must  be  filed  withj  Office 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  Department  of 
Energy,  2000  M  Street,  N.W.,  Room  8014 
Washington,  D.C.  20461 
The  Notice  must  be  filed,  in  duplicate, 
by  4:30  p.m.  edt  on  or  before  March  31, 
1980,  or  the  first  federal  workday 
thereafter  if  the  fifteenth  day  falls  on  a 
weekend  or  holiday.  In  addition,  a  copy 
of  the  Notice  of  Objection  must,  on  the 
same  day  as  filing,  be  served  on  Conoco 
and  on  each  of  the  following  persons, 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.193(c): 

Leslie  Wm.  Adams,  Associate  Solicitor  to  the 
Special  Counsel  for  Compliance, 
Department  of  Energy,  12th  and 
Pennsylvania  Ave.,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461. 

Assistant  General  Counsel  for  Administrative 
Litigation,  Department  of  Energy, 
Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

No  data  or  information  which  is 
confidential  shall  be  included  in  any 
Notice  of  Objection. 

Copies  of  Proposed  Order 

Copies  of  the  Proposed  Order  of 
Disallowance  to  Conoco,  with 
confidential  information  deleted,  may  be 
received,  free  of  charge,  by  written  or 
oral  request  to:  Leslie  Wm.  Adams, 
Associate  Solicitor  to  the  Special 
Counsel  for  Compliance,  Department  of 
Energy,  12th  and  Pennsylvania  Ave,, 
N.W.,  Room  3109,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461,  Telephone  202-633-8288. 

Copies  of  the  Proposed  Order  of 
Disallowance  may  also  be  obtained 
from:  Freedom  of  Information  Reading 
Room,  Forrestal  Building,  Room  GA-152, 
1000  Independence  Avenue, 

Washington,  D.C.,  20585. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  this  20th  Day  of 
February  1980. 

Paul  L.  Bloom, 

Special  Counsel  for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8013  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-01-M 

Proposed  Order  of  Disallowance  to 
Mobil  Oil  Corp. 

agency:  Department  of  Energy  (DOE). 


action:  Notice  of  Proposed  Order  of 
Disallowance  and  Opportunity  for 
Aggrieved  Persons  to  Object. 

summary:  The  Office  of  Special  Counsel 
for  Compliance  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  (OSC)  hereby  gives  the  notice 
requred  by  10  CFR  205.199(h)  and 
205.192  that  it  has  issued  a  Proposed 
Order  of  Disallowance  to  Mobil  Oil 
Corporation  and  that  any  aggrieved 
person  may  file  a  Notice  of  Objection  to 
the  Proposed  Order  of  Disallowance  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  205.193  on  or 
before  March  31, 1980, 

The  Proposed  Order  of  Disallowance 

Mobil  Oil  Corporation  (Mobil),  which 
is  headquartered  at  150  East  42nd  Street, 
New  York,  New  York  10017,  is  a  refiner 
subject  to  the  allowable  cost 
passthrough  calculations  and  transfer 
pricing  rules  of  10  CFR  212.83  and  212.84. 
These  regulations  are  used  to  determine, 
among  other  things,  the  proper 
measurement  of  costs  of  crude  oil 
imported  by  a  firm  through  its  foreign 
affiliates. 

In  April  1977,  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration  (FEA)  issued  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Disallowance  to  Mobil 
alleging  that  the  firm  had  overstated  its 
costs  with  respect  to  interaffiliate 
imported  Libyan,  Venezuelan  and 
Nigerian  crude  oil  transactions  by 
approximately  $11.5  million  for  the 
period  October  1973  through  May  1975. 

In  December  1977,  the  Office  of 
Special  Counsel  for  Compliance  was 
created  within  the  Department  of 
Energy.  In  February  1978,  the 
responsibility  for  the  transfer  pricing 
program  was  transferred  from  the  Office 
of  Enforcement,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  to  the  OSC,  In 
subsequent  meetings  and 
correspondence  between  the  OSC  and 
Mobil,  the  amoimt  was  adjusted  to 
approximately  $14  million  in  recognition 
of  certain  amendments  to  the  maximum 
and  representative  prices  as  announced 
in  43  FR  34186  (August  3, 1978).  The 
Proposed  Order  requires  Mobil  to 
reduce  its  costs  for  the  period  October 
1973  through  May  1975  by  $14,085,005.61, 
and  to  determine  whether  its  prices  for 
petroleum  products  were  excessive  as  a 
result. 

Submission  of  Objection 

Aggrieved  persons  may  object  to  this 
Proposed  Order  of  Disallowance  by 
filing  a  “Notice  of  Objection  to  the 
Proposed  Mobil  Oil  Corporation  Order 
of  Disallowance.”  The  Notice  must 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  10  CFR 
205.193.  To  be  considered,  a  Notice  of 
Objection  must  be  filed  with:  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  Department  of 
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Energy,  2000  M  Street,  N.W.,  Room  8014 
Washington,  D.C.  20461 
The  Notice  must  be  filed,  in  duplicate, 
by  4:30  p.m.  EDT  on  or  before  March  31, 
1980,  or  the  first  federal  workday 
thereafter  if  the  fifteenth  day  falls  on  a 
weekend  or  holiday.  In  addition,  a  copy 
of  the  Notice  of  Objection  must,  on  the 
same  day  as  filing,  be  served  on  Mobil 
and  on  each  of  the  following  persons, 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.193(c]: 

Leslie  Wm.  Adams,  Associate  Solicitor  to  the 
Special  Counsel  for  Compliance, 
Department  of  Energy,  12th  and 
Pennsylvania  Ave.,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461. 

Assistant  General  Counsel  for  Administrative 
Litigation  Department  of  Energy, 
Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

No  data  or  information  which  is 
confidential  shall  be  included  in  any 
Notice  of  Objection. 

Copies  of  Proposed  Order 

Copies  of  the  Proposed  Order  of 
Disallowance  to  Mobil,  with 
confidential  information  deleted,  may  be 
received,  free  of  charge,  by  written  or 
oral  request  to:  Leslie  Wm.  Adams, 
Associate  Solicitor  to  the  Special 
Counsel  for  Compliance,  Department  of 
Energy,  12th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Room  3109,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461,  Telephone  202-633-9559. 

Copies  of  the  Proposed  Order  of 
Disallowance  may  also  be  obtained 
from:  Freedom  of  Information  Reading 
Room,  Forrestal  Building,  Room  GA-152, 
1000  Independence  Avenue, 

Washington,  D.C.  20585. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  this  20  day  of 
February  1980. 

Paul  L.  Bloom, 

Special  Counsel  for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8014  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BiLUNQ  CODE  6450-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

IFRL  1436-6] 

Availability  of  Environmental  Impact 
Statements 

agency:  Office  of  Environmental 
Review  (A-104),  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency, 

purpose:  This  notice  lists  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statements  (EISS) 
which  have  been  officially  filed  with  the 
EPA  and  distributed  to  Federal  agencies 
and  interested  groups,  organizations  and 
individuals  for  review  pursuant  to  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality’s 
Regulations  (40  CFR  Part  1506.9). 


PERIOC  covered:  This  notice  includes 
EIS’s  filed  during  the  week  of  March  3, 
1980  to  March  7, 1980. 

REVIEW  PERIODS:  The  45-day  review 
period  for  draft  EIS’s  listed  in  this  notice 
is  calculated  from  March  14, 1980  and 
will  end  on  April  28, 1980.  'The  30-day 
review  period  for  final  EIS’s  as 
calculated  from  March  14, 1980  will  end 
on  April  14, 1980. 

Eis  AVAILABILITY:  To  obtain  a  copy  of  an 
EIS  listed  in  this  notice  you  should 
contact  the  Federal  agency  which 
prepared  the  EIS.  This  notice  will  give  a 
contact  person  for  each  Federal  agency 
which  has  filed  an  EIS  during  the  period 
covered  by  the  notice.  If  a  Federal 
agency  does  not  have  the  EIS  available 
upon  request  you  may  contact  the  Office 
of  Environmental  Review,  EPA,  for 
further  information. 

BACK  COPIES  OF  EIS’S:  Copies  of  EIS’s 
previously  filed  with  EPA  or  CEQ  which 
are  no  longer  available  from  the 
originating  agency  are  available  with 
charge  fi'om  the  following  sources: 

FOR  HARD  COPY  REPRODUCTION: 
Environmental  Law  Institute,  1346 
Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036. 

FOR  HARD  COPY  REPRODUCTION  OF 

microfiche: 

Information  Resources  Press,  2100  M 
Street,  NW.,  Suite  316,  Washington,  D.C. 
20037. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Kathi  L.  Wilson,  Office  of  Environmental 
Review  (A-104),  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460  (202)  245-3006. 
SUMMARY  OF  NOTICEuOn  July  30, 1979, 
the  CEQ  regulations  became  effective, 
pursuant  to  section  1506.10(a),  the  30- 
day  review  period  for  final  EIS’s 
received  during  a  given  week  will  now 
be  calculated  from  Friday  of  the 
following  week.  Therefore,  for  all  final 
EIS’s  received  during  the  week  of  March 
3, 1980  to  March  7, 1980  the  30-day 
review  period  will  be  calculated  from 
March  14, 1980.  The  review  period  will 
end  on  April  14, 1980. 

Appendix  I  sets  forth  a  list  of  EIS’s 
filed  with  EPA  during  the  week  of  March 
3, 1980  to  March  7, 1980.  The  Federal 
agency  filing  the  EIS,  the  name,  address, 
and  telephone  number  of  the  Federal 
agency  contact  for  copies  of  the  EIS,  the 
filing  status  of  the  EIS,  the  actual  date 
the  EIS  was  filed  with  EPA,  the  title  of 
the  EIS,  the  State(s)  and  county(ies)  of 
the  proposed  action  and  a  brief 
summary  of  the  proposed  Federal  action 
and  the  Federal  agency  EIS  number,  if 
available,  is  listed  in  this  notice. 
Commenting  entities  on  draft  EIS’s  are 
listed  for  final  EIS’s. 


Appendix  II  sets  forth  the  EIS’s  which 
agencies  have  granted  an  extended 
review  period  or  EPA  has  approved  a 
waiver  from  the  prescribed  review 
period.  The  Appendix  II  includes  the 
Federal  agency  responsible  for  the  EIS, 
the  name,  address,  and  telephone 
number  of  the  Federal  agency  contact, 
the  title,  State(s]  and  county(ies)  of  the 
EIS,  the  date  ^A  announced 
availability  of  the  EIS  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  the  newly  established  date 
for  comments. 

Appendix  III  sets  forth  a  list  of  EIS’s 
which  have  been  withdrawn  by  a 
Federal  agency.  ^ 

Appendix  IV  sets  forth  a  list  of  EIS 
retractions  concerning  previous  notices 
of  availability  which  have  been  made 
because  of  procedural  noncompliance 
with  NEPA  or  the  CEQ  regulations  by 
the  originating  Federal  agency. 

Appendix  V  sets  forth  a  list  of  reports 
or  additional  supplemental  information 
relating  to  previously  filed  EIS’s  which 
have  been  made  available  to  EPA  by 
Federal  agencies. 

Appendix  VI  sets  forth  official 
corrections  which  have  been  called  to 
EPA’s  attention. 

Dated:  March  11, 1980. 

William  N.  Hedeman,  Jr., 

Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Review  (A- 
104). 

Appendix  I 

EIS’s  Filed  With  EPA  During  the 
Week  of:  March  3  Through  7, 1980 

Department  of  Agriculture 

Contact:  Mr.  Barry  Flamm,  Director,  Office 
of  Environmental  Quality,  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Room  412-A,  Admin.  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250,  (202)  447-3965.  Forest  Service. 


Sheyenne  National  Grassland,  Land  Mgmt., 
Custer  NF,  Ransom  and  Richland  Counties, 

N.  Dak.,  March  3:  Proposed  is  a  l£md 
management  plan  for  the  Sheyenne  National 
Grassland  located  in  the  Custer  National 
Forest,  Ransom  and  Richland  Counties,  North 
Dakota.  The  Grassland  encompasses  70,180 
acres,  use  of  which  has  been  centered  around 
live  stock  grazing.  The  alternatives 
considered  include:  (1)  Continuing  cwrrent 
management;  (2)  emphasizing  wildlife, 
recreation  and  other  amenity  values;  (3) 
emphasizing  commodity  production;  (4) 
balancing  livestock  production  with 
consideration  of  amenity  values;  and  (5) 
reflecting  management  of  the  area  if  a  dam 
were  constructed.  (USDA-FS-01-08-79-12) 
Comments  made  by:  COE,  EPA,  AHP,  DOI, 
State  agencies.  Groups  and  Individuals.  (EIS 
Order  No.  800159.) 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineeis 
Contact:  Mr.  Richard  Makinen,  Office  of 
Environmental  Policy,  Attn:  DAEN-CWR-P, 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  U.S.  Army 
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Corps  of  Engineers,  20  Massachusetts 
Avenue,  Washington,  D.C.  20314  (202)  272- 
0121. 

Draft 

Port  of  Miami  Expansion,  Biscayne  Bay, 
Dade  County,  Fla.,  March  7;  Proposed  is 
approval  of  an  application  for  the  expansion 
of  the  Port  of  Miami  in  Biscayne  Bay,  Dade 
County,  Florida.  The  plan  would  involve  the 
sequential  development  of  passenger  and 
cargo  facilities  which  will  include:  (1) 
Expansion  of  Dodge  Island  incorporating 
Lummus  and  Sams  Islands,  (2)  dredging  of  a 
new  channel  and  deepening  and  widening 
existing  channels,  (3)  the  creation  of  Dodge 
Islands  by  bulkheading  and  Hlling.  When 
completed  the  Port  of  Miami  will  have  been 
expanded  by  284  acres  to  provide  a  total  area 
of  522  acres.  (Jacksonville  District)  (EIS  Order 
No.  800166.) 

Presque  Isle  Peninsula  Beach  Erosion,  Lake 
Erie,  Erie  County,  Pa.,  March  3:  Proposed  is  a 
beach  erosion  control  project  for  Presque  Isle 
Peninsula  located  on  Lake  Erie,  Erie  County, 
Pennsylvania.  The  selected  plan  would 
consist  of  58  offshore  breakwater  segments 
extending  ffom  the  west  and  of  the  peninsula 
through  Sunset  point  Other  plans  considered 
include;  (1)  No  action;  (2)  37  rubble  moimd 
groins  and  modification  of  11  existing  groins; 
(3)  sand  trap  recirculation  consisting  of  a 
breakwater,  sand  trap,  and  pipeline.  (Buffalo 
District)  (EIS  Order  No.  800155.) 

North  Chillicothe  Flood  Control,  Scioto 
River,  Ross  County,  Ohio,  March  4:  Proposed 
is  a  flood  control  plan  for  North  Chillicothe, 
Ross  County,  Ohio.  Three  plans  have  been 
selected  for  consideration.  Plan  1  involves  a 
flood  control  levee  with  essential 
components  for  flood  protection.  Plan  2 
would  also  involve  a  flood  control  levee 
along  with  recreational  and  environmental 
measures  and  developments.  Plan  3  consists 
of  a  nonstructural  solution  of  flood  plain  use 
change.  (Huntington  District)  (EIS  Order  No. 
800158.) 

Final 

Frankfort  Harbor  D/M,  Dredging  and 
Disposal  Benzie  County,  Mich.,  March  5: 
Proposed  is  continued  operation  and 
maintenance  of  Frankfort  Harbor,  Benzie 
County^  Michigan,  including  dredging 
disposal  of  dredged  material,  and  renovation 
of  existing  structures.  It  is  also  proposed  that 
confined  diked  disposal  facilities  be 
constructed  for  containing  114,000  cubic 
yards  of  contaminated  material  from  the 
commercial  tiuming  basin  and  the 
recreational  anchorage  area.  Two  sites  are 
proposed  for  this  purpose,  one  on  the 
northern  shore  of  Lake  Betsie  and  the  third 
on  an  upland  site  in  the  Fife  Lake  State 
Forest.  (Detroit  District)  Comments  made  by: 
USDA,  FERC,  EPA,  DOC.  DOI,  DOT,  State 
agencies.  (EIS  Order  No.  800162.) 

Large  Unnamed  Creek,  Loves  Park, 
Winnebago  County,  Ill.,  March  4:  Proposed  is 
a  flood  prevention  plan  for  Large  Unnamed 
Creek  in  Loves  Park,  Wiimebago  Coimty, 
Illinois.  The  recommended  plan  consists  of 
15,500  l.f.  of  concrete  and  2,400  l.f.  of  riprap 
channel  improvements;  use  of  66  acres  of 
existing  gravel  pits  for  ponding  purposes  with 
installation  of  a  pumping  station  and  a 


gravity  cutlet;  removal  of  9  bridges;  and 
construction  of  4  new  bridges.  Alternatives 
inlcude:  1)  no  action,  2)  non-structural 
solutions  of  flood  plain  evacuation,  flood 
proofing,  and  flood  insurance;  and  3) 
structural  measures  of  channel 
improvements,  underground  conduits,  and 
reservoirs.  (Rock  Island  District)  Comments 
made  by:  EPA.  DOI,  USDA.  DOT.  HEW.  State 
agencies.  (EIS  Order  No.  600160.)) 

Draft  Supplement 

Dickey-Lincoln  School  Lakes,  Dickey  (DS- 
1),  Aroostook  County,  Maine,  March  7:  This 
statement  supplements  a  draft  EIS,  #781339, 
filed  12-18-79  concerning  the  Dickey-Lincoln 
School  Lakes  project.  This  statement 
proposes  the  acquisition  and  management  of 
112,370  acres  of  lands  in  the  Allagash  River 
watershed,  and  an  additional  500  acres  along 
the  St.  John  River  in  Aroostook  County, 
Maine.  This  land  would  be  managed  for 
endangered  species  mitigation.  The  brook 
trout  flshery  Aat  would  remain  in  the  project 
area  after  implementation  would  be  managed 
for  maximum  native  potential.  (New  England 
Division.)  (EIS  Order  No.  800167.) 

Department  of  Commerce 

Contact:  Dr.  Sidney  R.  Caller,  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  Environmental  Affairs, 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C. 
20230  (202)  377-4335. 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

Draft 

Atlantic  Bluefin  Tuna  Fishery,  Atlantic 
Ocean  Gulf  of  Mexico  Regulatory,  March  7: 
Proposed  is  the  revision  of  regulations 
governing  the  Atlantic  and  Gulf  of  Mexico 
Bluefin  Tuna  Fishery.  The  management  plan 
would  include:  1)  vessel  allocation  of  bluefin 
tuna  within  the  purse  seine  flshery,  2)  tagging 
and  subsequent  recapture  of  tagged  fish 
within  the  purse  seine  fishery,  3)  changes  in 
the  catch  rate  and  separate  quotas  wiAin  the 
handgear  fishery,  4)  tuna  dealer  reporter,  and 
5)  restrictions  on  the  sale  of  tuna  at  sea.  (EIS 
Order  No.  800168.) 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 
EPA,  Region  6 

Contract:  Mr.  Clinton  Spotts,  Region  VI, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  First 
International  Building,  1201  Elm  Street, 

Dallas.  Texas  75270  (214)  767-2716. 

Draft 

NE  El  Paso  Wastewater  Treatment 
Facilities,  El  Paso  County,  Tex.,  March  4; 
Proposed  is  the  awarding  of  funding  for  the 
construction  and  operation  of  wastewater 
treatment  facilities  for  northeast  El  Paso,  El 
Paso  County,  Texas.  The  first  alternative 
would  involve  construction  of  a  secondary 
treatment  plant  and  pipeline  to  the  Rio 
Grande  River.  Some  effluent  could  be  used  by 
golf  courses  and  a  second  pipeline  could  be 
built  to  deliver  treated  water  to  a  power 
plant.  The  second  alternative  would  involve 
construction  of  a  plant  to  meet  all  existing 
and  proposed  drinking  water  standards.  Most 
of  the  reclaimed  water  would  be  injected  into 
the  Hueco  Bolson.  (EIS  Order  No.  800156.) 


General  Services  Administration 
Contact:  Mr.  Carl  W.  Penland,  Acting 
Director,  Environmental  Affairs  Division, 
General  Services  Administration,  18th  and  F 
Streets,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20405  (202) 
566-1416. 

Final 

Key  West  Naval  Air  Station,  Disposal  of 
Property,  Monroe  County,  Fla.,  March  6: 
Proposed  is  the  disposition  by  GSA  of  surplus 
Federal  properties  at  the  Naval  Air  Station, 
located  a  Key  West,  Monroe  County,  Florida. 
The  action  will  include  portions  of  the  Harry 
S.  Truman  Annex  and  Trumbo  Point  Aimex. 

It  will  also  include  the  former  Coast  Guard 
Station  at  the  north  end  of  the  Truman 
Annex.  The  properties  include  approximately 
123  acres  of  land  and  improvements.  The 
major  alternatives  considered  included:  (1)  no 
action  or  delayed  action;  (2)  disposition 
alternatives;  and  (3)  reuse  alternatives.  (N- 
FLA-635-G-EIS-F-10)  Comments  made  by: 
HUD.  DOI.  EPA.  HEW,  USDA,  DOT.  USN, 
COE,  AHP,  State  and  local  agencies.  Groups, 
Individuals  and  Businesses.  (EIS  Order  No. 
800165.) 

Department  of  HUD 
Contact:  Mr.  Richard  H.  Broun,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Quality,  Room  7274, 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  451  7th  Street,  S.W., 
Washington.  D.C.  20410  (202)  755-6300. 

Final 

Suncrest  Farms  Northwest,  Stevens 
County,  Wash.,  March  3:  Proposed  is  the 
issuance  of  HUD  home  mortgage  insurance 
for  the  Suncrest  Farms  Northwest 
Subdivision  in  Stevens  County,  Washington. 
The  insurance  will  apply  to  800  single-family 
units  on  800  acres  of  the  1,195  acre  proposed 
site.  Also  included  in  the  development  will  be 
commercial,  school  and  open  space  areas. 
(HUD-R10-EI5-79-4F.)  Comments  made  by: 
DOI.  COE.  USPS,  DOT,  State  and  local 
agencies  groups.  (EIS  Order  No.  800154.) 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
Contact:  Mr.  Voss  A.  Moore,  Assistant 
Director  for  Environmental  Projects,  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  P-518,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555  (301)  492-8446. 

Final 

Split  Rock  Mill,  Operation,  Jeffley  City, 
Fremont  County,  Wyo.,  March  4:  Proposed  is 
the  renewal  of  a  Source  Material  License 
issued  to  Western  Nuclear,  Incorporated  for 
the  operation  of  the  Split  Rock  Uranium  Mill 
near  Jeffrey  City  and  the  Green  Mountain 
ion-exchange  facility,  both  in  Fremont 
County,  Wyoming.  The  license  also  permits 
possession  of  material  from  past  operations 
at  four  ancillary  facilities  in  the  Gas  Hills 
mining  area.  The  Split  Rock  Mill  is  an  acid- 
leach,  ion-exchange  and  solvent-extraction 
uranuim-ore  processing  mill.  Five  alternatives 
are  considered.  (NUREG-0639.)  Comments 
made  by:  COE,  USDA,  FERC,  HEW,  DOI, 

AHP,  EPA,  USDA,  State  agencies. 

Individuals.  (EIS  Order  No.  800161.) 

Department  of  Transportation 

Contact:  Mr.  Martin  Convisser,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Affairs,  U.S. 
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Department  of  Transportation,  400  7th  Street, 
S.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20590  (202)  426-4357. 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 


Scottsdale  Municipal  Airport,  Land 
Acquisition,  Maricopa  County.  Ariz.  March  3: 
The  proposed  action  is  a  development 
program  for  the  Scottsdale  Municipal  Airport 
located  in  Scottsdale  City,  Maricope  County, 
Arizona.  The  actions  will  involve  a  3,450  foot 
northeasterly  runway  and  taxiway  extension 
with  the  acquisition  of  56  acres.  The 
threshold  for  runway  03  will  also  be 
displaced  750  feet  to  the  northeast,  resulting 
in  a  7,500  foot  elective  length  runway.  The 
runway  and  taxiway  will  not  be  widened  but 
will  be  strengthened  to  accommodate  heavier 
aircraft.  Construction  will  include  ruway  and 
taxiway  lighting  extension,  miscellaneous 
utilities  and  roadway  relocation.  Comments 
made  by:  EPA,  OOl,  State  and  local  agencies. 
Groups,  Individuals  and  Businesses.  (EIS 
Order  No.  800153.) 

Federal  Highway  Administration 
Draft 

Columbia  river  Highway/I-80N, 
Improvement,  Multnomah  County,  Oreg., 
March  3:  Proposed  are  improvements  to  the 


Columbia  river  Highway/I-60N  from  NE 
117th  Avenue  to  NE  181st  Avenue  in 
Multnomah  County,  Oregon.  The 
improvements  would  include  widening  3.1 
miles  to  six  lanes,  upgrading  on/off  ramps  at 
the  122nd  Avenue  Interchange,  and 
replacemnet  of  the  partial  interchange  at 
181st  Avenue  with  a  full  one.  The  alternatives 
include:  1)  no  action,  and  2)  build  as 
proposed  considering  several  design  options. 
(FHWA-OR-EIS-80-1-D)  (EIS  Order  No. 
800157.) 

Final 

Oklahoma  City  West  Bypass/ok-74, 
Oklahoma  County,  Okla.,  March  3:  Proposed 
is  the  construction  of  the  Oklahoma  City 
West  Bypass/OK-74  and  the  improvement  of 
North  west  Highway/OK-3  Oklahoma.  The 
Bypass  would  extend  h'om  the  I-240/NW 
39^  Street  Expressway  Interchange  for  10 
miles,  terminating  at  NW  178th  Street.  The 
improvement  of  OK-3  would  extend  for  1.2 
miles,  from  May  Avenue  to  Portland  Avenue. 
The  alternatives  considered  include:  1)  no 
build,  2)  an  on-shore  alignment  around  Lake 
Hefner,  and  3)  an  off-shore  alignment. 
(FHWA-ok-HS-76-Ol-F)  Comments  made 
by:  EPA.  DOI,  HEW.  DOC.  COE,  State  and 
Local  Agencies,  Groups,  Individuals  and 
Businesses.  (EIS  Order  No.  800152.) 


Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration 


Transportation  Efficiency  Act  of  1980, 
Legislative,  March  6:  Proposed  is  a  ligislative 
proposal  for  the  enactment  of  the 
Transportation  Efficiency  Act  of  1980  (TEA)/ 
Public  Transportation  Amendments  of  1980 
(PTA),  both  of  which  would  amend  the  UMT 
Act  of  1964.  The  TEA  would  authorize  more 
than  $30  billion  over  the  next  6  years  to 
provide  for  the  capital  and  operating  needs  of 
public  transportation  systems  in  rural  areas 
and  small  and  large  cities.  Several  legislative 
approaches  are  considered.  (EIS  Order  No. 
800163.) 

Detroit  Downtown  People  Mover,  Wayne 
County,  Mich.,  March  6:  Proposed  is  the 
awarding  of  a  grant  for  the  construction  of  a 
downtown  people  mover  in  the  central 
business  district  of  Detroit,  Wayne  County, 
Michigan.  The  automated  transit  system 
would  operate  on  an  elevated,  trade 
guideway  and  would  be  controlled  from  a 
central  operations  facility.  The  system  would 
be  a  2.96  mile,  single-lane,  elevated  loop 
alignment  around  the  CDB.  Some  stations 
would  be  linked  to  major  buildings  by  above¬ 
grade  walkways.  All  stations  would  have 
access  to  street  level.  (EIS  Order  No.  800164.) 
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Chevron  Chemical  Co.;  Filing  of  Food 
Additive  Petition 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  Chevron  Chemical  Co.  has 
submitted  a  food  additive  petition 
proposing  to  establish  a  regulation 
permitting  residues  of  the  insecticide 
acephate  and  its  cholinesterase- 
inhibiting  metabolite,  methamidiphos,  in 
food  commodities  exposed  in  food¬ 
handling  establishments  during 
treatment  with  acephate  dust  with  a 
tolerance  limitation  of  0.02  part  per 
million  (ppm)  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 

COMMENTS:  Comments  submitted  should 
bear  a  notation  indicating  the  petition 
number  “FAP  OH5253”,  Written 
comments  filed  in  connection  with  this 
notice  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  in  the  Product  Manager’s 
office  from  8:30  a.m.  to  4:00  p.m., 

Monday  through  Friday,  excluding 
holidays. 

date:  Comments  may  be  made  at  any 
time  while  the  petition  is  pending  before 
the  agency. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  Miller,  Product  Manager  (PM) 
16,  room  E-343  (TS-767),  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20460  (202-^26-9458). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Chevron 
Chemical  Co.  has  submitted  a  petition 
proposing  to  establish  a  food  additive 
regulation  of  0.02  ppm  for  acephate  and 
its  cholinesterase-inhibiting  metabolite, 
methamidophos,  in  food  commodities 
exposed  in  food-handling 
establishments  during  treatment  with 
acephate  dust  by  spot,  crack,  and 
crevice  application  in  accordance  with 
the  proposed  experimental  program 
described  in  an  experimental  use  permit 
application  for  Orthene  Dust.  Where 
tolerances  are  already  established  for 
acephate  and  its  metabolite, 
methamidophos,  under  both  sections  408 
and  409  of  the  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  on  the  raw  agricultural  commodity 
and  on  the  processed  food,  respectively, 
the  total  residues  shall  not  exceed  the 
tolerances  already  established. 

(Sec.  409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1785  (7  U.S.C.  135)) 
Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 

Director,  Registration  Division,  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7962  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 


[80P-74;  FRL  1435-8] 

Olin  Corp.;  Filing  of  Pesticide  Petition 

agency:  Environmental  protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTiOitf:  Notice. 

summary:  Olin  Corp.  has  submitted  a 
pesticide  petition  proposing  to  amend  40 
CFR  180.370  by  establishing  tolerances 
for  residues  of  5-ethoxy-3- 
trichloromethyl-l,2,4-thiadiazole  and  its 
monoacid  metabolite  3-carboxy-5- 
ethoxy-l,2,4-thiadiazole  on  corn;  meat, 
fat,  and  meat  byproducts;  milk;  and 
wheat  under  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act. 

COMMENTS:  Comments  submitted  should 
bear  a  notation  indicating  the  petition 
number  “PP  OF2317”.  Written  comments 
filed  in  connection  with  this  notice  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Product’s  Manager’s  office  from  8:30 
a.m.  to  4:00  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  excluding  holidays. 
date:  Comments  may  be  made  at  any 
time  while  the  petition  is  pending  before 
the  Agency. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Henry  Jacoby,  Product  Manager  (PM 
21),  Room  E-305  (TS-767),  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  St.,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460.  (202-755-2562). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Olin 
Corp.,  120  Long  Ridge  Road,  Stamford, 
CT  06904,  has  submitted  a  pesticide 
petition  (OF2317)  proposing  that  40  CFR 
180.370  be  amended  by  establishing 
tolerances  for  combined  residues  of  the 
fimgicide  5-ethoxy-3-trichloromethyl- 
1,2,4-thiadiazole  and  its  monoacid 
metabolite  3-carboxy-5-ethoxy-l,2,4- 
thiadiazole  in  or  on  the  raw  agricultural 
commodities  com  grain  (except 
popcorn);  the  meat,  fat,  and  meat 
byproducts  of  cattle,  goats,  hogs,  horses, 
and  sheep;  milk;  and  wheat  grain  at  0.05 
part  per  million  (ppm)  and  com  fodder 
and  forage  and  wheat  forage  and  straw 
at  0.01  ppm.  The  proposed  analytical 
method  for  determining  residues  is  gas 
chromatography  with  an  electron 
capture  detector.  This  action  is  being 
taken  under  section  408(d)(1)  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Dmg,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 
(Sec.  408(d)(1),  68  Stat.  512,  (7  U.S.C.  135)) 
Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 

Director,  Registration  Division,  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7964  Filed  3r-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6560-01-M 


[80P-33;  FRL1435-6] 

I  Stauffer  Chemical  Co.;  Filing  of 

I  Pesticide  Petition 

I  AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 

j  Agency  (EPA). 
i  action:  Notice. 

I  - 

summary:  Stauffer  Chemical  Co.  has 
submitted  a  pesticide  petition  proposing 
to  amend  40  CFR  180.328  by  establishing 
tolerances  for  residues  of  A’,Af-diethyl-2- 
(l-naphthalenyloxy)propionamide  on 
asparagus,  avocados,  cucurbits,  kiwi 
fmit,  mint,  leafy  vegetables,  olives,  and 
persimmons  at  0.1  part  per  million  (ppm) 
under  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act. 

COMMENTS:  Comments  submitted  should 
bear  a  notation  indicating  the  petition 
number  “PP  OF2319’’.  Written  comments 
filed  in  connection  with  this  notice  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Product  Manager’s  office  from  8:30  a.m. 
to  4:00  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
excluding  holidays. 
date:  Comments  may  be  made  at  any 
time  while  the  petition  is  pending  before 
the  agency. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Robert  Taylor,  Product  Manager  (PM 
25),  (TS-787)  Room  E-359,  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW, 
Washington,  DC  20460,  202-755-2196. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Stauffer 
Chemical  Co.,  1200  South  47th  Street, 
Richmond,  CA  94804,  has  submitted  a 
pesticide  petition  (OF  2319)  proposing 
that  40  Cni  180.328  be  amended  by 
establishing  tolerances  for  residues  of 
the  herbicide  A/',./V-diethyl-2-(l- 
naphthalenyloxyjpropionamide  in  or  on 
the  raw  agricultural  commodities 
artichokes,  asparagus,  avocados,  kiwi 
fruit,  mint,  olives,  persimmons,  and  the 
crop  groupings  cucurbits  and  leafy 
vegetables  at  0.1  ppm.  'The  proposed 
analytical  method  for  determining 
residues  is  gas-liquid  chromatography 
using  the  Coulson  conductivity  detector 
(specific  for  nitrogen).  This  action  is 
being  taken  under  section  408(d)(l]  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  52  /  Friday,  March  14,  1980  /  Notices 


16557 


(Sec.  408(d)(1),  68  Stat.  (7  U.S.C.  135)). 

Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 

Director,  Registration  Division,  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs. 


[80P-25;  FRL  1435-7] 

Uniroyal  Chemical;  Amendment  To 
Experimental  Use  Permit  for  2,4,5- 
T  rimethyl-N-Phenyl-3- 
Furancarboxamide 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  EPA  has  amended  an 
experimental  use  permit  to  Uniroyal 
Chemical  for  use  of  the  fungicide  2,4,5- 
trimethyl-^-phenyl-3-furancarboxamide 
on  wheat,  barley,  and  oats  to  evaluate 
control  of  smut  and  bunt  by  extending 
the  expiration  date  from  October  23, 

1980  to  June  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Mr.  Henry  Jacoby,  Product  Manager 
(PM-21),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401 M 
Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  DC  20460, 
202-755-2562. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

Friday,  November  23, 1979  (44  FR  67223), 
information  appeared  pertaining  to  the 
issuance  of  an  experimental  use  permit. 
No.  400-EUP-56,  to  Uniroyal  Chemical, 
Div.  of  Uniroyal,  Inc.,  74  Amity  Rd., 
Bethany,  CT  06525,  under  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act.  At  the  request  of  the 
company,  that  permit  has  been 
amended.  The  experimental  use  permit 
is  now  effective  from  October  23, 1979, 
to  Jime  1, 1981.  The  original  expiration 
date  was  October  23, 1980.  The 
experimental  use  permit  allows  the  use 
of  a  total  of  26.8  pounds  of  the  fungicide 
2,4,5-trimethyl-A-phenyl-3- 
furancarboxamide  on  wheat,  barley,  and 
oats  to  evaluate  control  of  smut  and 
bunt.  A  total  of  22  acres  is  involved;  the 
program  is  authorized  only  in  the  States 
of  California,  Illinois,  Minnesota, 
Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  Texas,  Utah, 
and  Washington.  This  permit  is  being 
issued  with  the  limitation  that  all 
interested  crops  will  be  destroyed  or 
used  for  research  purposes  only. 

(Sec.  5.  92  Stat.  819.  7  U.S.C.  136). 

Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 

Director,  Registration  Division,  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7863  Filed  3-13-80;  a-45  am] 

BtUJNQ  CODE  SSaO-OI-M 


[80P-29;  RL  1436-1] 

Uniroyal  Chemical;  Filing  of  Pesticide 
Petition 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  Uniroyal  Chemical  has 
submitted  a  pesticide  petition  proposing 
to  amend  40  CFR  180.297  by  establishing 
a  tolerance  for  residues  of  W-l-naphthyl 
phthalamic  acid  on  peanut  hulls  at  0.1 
part  per  million  (ppm)  under  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 
comments:  Comments  submitted  should 
bear  a  notation  indicating  the  petition 
number  “PP  OF2321”.  Written  comments 
filed  in  connection  with  this  notice  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Product  Manager’s  office  from  8:30  a.m. 
to  4:00  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
excluding  holidays. 
date:  Comments  may  be  made  at  any 
time  while  the  petition  is  pending  before 
the  agency. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 

Mr.  Robert  Taylor,  Product  Manager 
(PM  25),  Room  E-359,  (TS-767),  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20460  (202-755-2196). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATON:  Uniroyal 
Chemical,  74  Amity  Rd.,  Bethany,  CT 
06525,  has  submitted  a  pesticide  petition 
(OF2321)  proposing  that  40  CFR  180.297 
be  amended  by  establishing  a  tolerance 
for  residues  of  the  herbicide  N-l- 
naphthyl  phthalamic  acid  from 
application  of  its  sodium  salt  (calculated 
as  the  parent  compound)  in  or  on  the 
raw  agricultural  commodity  peanut  hulls 
at  0.1  ppm.  The  proposed  analytical 
method  for  determining,  residues  is 
distillation  and  spectrophotometry.  This 
action  is  being  taken  under  section 
408(d)(1)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act. 

(Sec.  408(d)(1),  68  Stat.  512,  (7  U.S.C.  135). 

Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 

Director,  Registration  Division,  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7965  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNQ  CODE  eS60-01-M 


[FRL  1435-4] 

J.  H.  Rudolph  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Troy,  Ind.; 
Final  Determination 

In  the  matter  of  the  proceedings  under 
Title  I,  Part  C  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (Act), 
as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  7401  et  seq.,  and 
the  Federal  regulations  promulgated 
thereunder  at  40  CFR  52.21  (43  FR  26388, 
June  19, 1978)  for  Prevention  of 


Significant  Deterioration  of  Air  Quality 
(PSD),  to  J.  H.  Rudolph  and  Company, 
Inc.  (Rudolph).  Troy.  Indiana. 

On  January  5, 1979,  Rudolph 
submitted  an  application  to  the  United 
States  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(U.S.  EPA),  Region  V  office,  for  an 
approval  to  construct  a  new  200  tons  per 
hour  aggregate  dryer,  mixing  tower  and 
scrubber.  Tlie  application  was  submitted 
pursuant  to  the  regulation  for  PSD. 

On  February  15, 1979,  Rudolph  was 
notified  that  its  application  was 
complete  and  preliminary  approval  was 
granted. 

On  April  4. 1979,  U.S.  EPA  published 
notice  of  its  decision  to  grant  a 
preliminary  approval  to  Rudolph.  No 
comments  or  request  for  a  public 
hearing  were  received. 

After  review  and  analysis  of  all 
materials  submitted  by  Rudolph,  the 
Company  was  notified  on  January  21,‘ 
1980,  that  U.S.  EPA  had  determined  that 
the  proposed  new  construction  in  Troy, 
Indiana  would  be  utilizing  the  best 
available  control  technology  and  that 
emissions  from  the  facility  will  not 
adversely  impact  air  quality,  as  required 
by  Section  165  of  the  Act. 

This  approval  to  construct  does  not 
relieve  Rudolph  of  the  responsibility  to 
comply  with  the  control  strategy  and  all 
local.  State  and  Federal  regulations 
which  are  part  of  the  applicable  State 
Implementation  Plan,  as  well  as  all  other 
applicable  Federal,  State  and  local 
requirements. 

This  determination  may  now  be 
considered  final  agency  action  which  is 
locally  applicable  imder  Section 
307(b)(1)  of  die  Act  and  therefore  a 
petition  for  review  may  be  filed  in  the 
U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Seventh 
Circmt  by  any  appropriate  party.  In 
accordance  with  Section  307(b)(1), 
petitions  for  review  must  be  filed  sixty 
days  from  the  date  of  this  notice. 

For  further  information  contact  Eric 
Cohen,  Chief,  Compliance  Section, 

Region  V,  U.S.  EPA,  230  South  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60604  (312)  353- 
2090. 

John  McGuire, 

Regional  Administrator,  Region  V. 

March  5, 1980. 

U.S.  Environment  Protection  Agency 
REGICm  V 
Approval  to  Construct 
EPA-5-A-80-13 

In  the  matter  of  J.  H.  Rudolph  and 
Company,  Inc.  in  Troy,  Indiana  Proceeding 
Pursuant  to  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended. 

Authority 

The  approval  to  construct  is  issued 
pursuant  to  the  Clean  Air  Act  as  amended, 

42  U.S.C.  7401  et.  seq.,  (the  Act),  and  the 
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Federal  regulations  promulgated  thereunder 
at  40  CTR  52.21  for  the  Prevention  of 
Significant  Deterioration  of  Air  Quality 
(PSD). 

Findings 

1.  The  J.  H.  Rudolph  and  Company,  Inc. 
(Rudolph)  plans  to  construct  a  new  200  tons 
per  hour  aggregate  dryer,  mixing  tower,  and 
baghouse  to  replace  their  existing  120  tons 
per  hour  aggregate  dryer,  mixing  tower  and 
scrubber.  The  replacement  will  be  at 
Rudolph’s  asphalt  batch  plant  located  1  mile 
north  of  Troy,  Indiana  on  State  Road  545. 

2.  The  section  of  Spencer  County  in  which 
the  Rudolph  plant  is  located  has  been 
designated  as  an  attainment  area  for 
particulate  matter  (TSP),  sulfur  dioxide 
(SO  i),  carbon  monoxide  (CO),  and  nitrogen 
oxides  (NO  J.  Spencer  County  is  a  Class  II 
area  as  determined  pursuant  to  Section  162  of 
the  Act. 

3.  The  new  aggregate  dryer,  mixing  tower, 
and  baghouse  were  determined  to  be  subject 
to  partial  PSD  review  for  TSP,  SO  t .  CO  and 
NO  ..  Potential  emissions  for  aU  pollutants 
were  calculated  to  be  over  100  tons  per  year 
for  each,  while  allowable  emissions  for  the 
above  named  pollutants  were  calculated  at 
under  50  tons  per  year  for  each. 

4.  Rudolph  submitted  a  PSD  application  to 
the  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(U.S.  EPA)  on  January  5, 1979.  The 
application  was  determined  to  be  complete 
and  preliminary  approval  was  issued  on 
February  15, 1979. 

5.  On  April  4, 1979,  public  notice  appeared 
in  the  Tell  City  News.  No  public  comments 
were  received  and  no  public  hearing  was 
requested. 

6.  The  source  will  be  in  compliance  with 
the  New  Source  Performance  Standards  for 
Asphalt  Concrete  Plants  at  40  CFR  Part  60, 
Subpart  L 

7.  The  source  will  be  using  the  best 
available  control  technology  for  control  of 
particulates. 

Conditions  for  Approval 

8.  Particulate  emissions  fitim  the  new 
aggregate  dryer,  the  mixing  tower  and  the 
baghouse  shall  not  exceed  0.04  grains  per  dry 
standard  cubic  foot 

9.  Opacity  fit)m  all  new  sources  shall  not 
exceed  20  percent. 

10.  The  foel  used  to  heat  the  aggregate 
dryer  shall  have  a  maximum  sulfur  content  of 
0.5  percent  by  weight. 

11.  The  annual  operating  hours  shall  not 
exceed  1500  hours  per  year. 

Conditions  8  through  11  are  required  in 
order  to  ensure  that  Rudolph’s  new  facilities 
will  be  constructed  and  operated  in 
accordance  with  the  description  presented  in 
the  application  for  approval  to  construct. 

12.  Any  change  in  Rudolph’s  proposed  new 
facilities  might  alter  U.S.  ^A’s  conclusion 
and  therefore,  any  change  must  receive  the 
prior  written  authorization  of  U.S.  EPA. 

Approval 

13.  Approval  to  construct  the  aggregate 
dryer,  the  mixing  tower  and  the  baghouse  is 
hereby  granted  to  J.  H.  Rudolph  and 
Company,  Inc.,  subject  to  the  conditions 
expressed  herein  and  consistent  with  the 
materials  and  data  included  in  the 


application  filed  by  Rudolph.  Any  departure 
from  the  conditions  of  this  approval  or  the 
terms  expressed  in  the  application,  must 
receive  the  prior  written  authorization  of  U.S. 
EPA. 

14.  In  addition,  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  D.C.  Circuit  has  issued  a 
ruling  in  the  case  of  Alabama  Power  Co.  vs. 
Douglas  M.  Costle  (78-1006  and  consolidated 
cases)  which  has  significant  impact  on  the 
EPA  KD  program  and  approvals  issued 
thereunder.  Although  the  court  has  stayed  its 
decision  pending  resolution  of  petitions  for 
reconsideration,  it  is  possible  that  the  final 
decision  will  require  modification  of  the  PSD 
regulations  and  could  affect  approvals  issued 
under  the  existing  program.  Examples  of 
potential  impact  areas  include  the  scope  of 
best  available  control  technology  (BACT), 
source  applicability,  the  amount  of  increment 
available  (baseline  definition),  and  the  extent 
of  preconstruction  monitoring  that  a  source 
may  be  required  to  perform.  The  applicant  is 
hereby  advised  that  this  approval  may  be 
subject  to  reevaluation  as  a  result  of  the  final 
court  decision  and  its  ultimate  effect. 

15.  This  approval  to  construct  does  not 
relieve  Rudolph  of  the  responsibility  to 
comply  with  the  control  strategy  and  all 
local.  State  and  Federal  regulations  which  are 
part  of  the  applicable  State  Implementation 
Plan,  as  well  as  aU  other  applicable  Federal, 
State  and  local  requirements. 

16.  This  approval  is  effective  immediately. 
This  approval  to  construct  shall  become 
invalid,  if  construction  or  expansion  is  not 
commenced  within  18  months  after  receipt  of 
this  approval  or  if  construction  is 
discontinued  for  a  period  of  18  months  or 
more.  The  Administrator  may  extend  such 
period  upon  a  satisfactory  showing  that  an 
extension  is  justified.  Notification  shall  be 
made  to  U.S.  EPA  5  days  after  construction  is 
commenced. 

17.  A  copy  of  this  approval  has  been  sent  to 
the  Tell  City  Public  Library,  909  Franklin 
Street,  Tell  City,  Indiana  47586. 

Dated:  January  21, 1980. 

John  McGuire, 

Regional  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7957  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BHJJNQ  CODE  6S6IH)1-«I 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Barnett  Banke  of  Rorida,  Inc.; 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

Bamett  Banks  of  Florida,  Inc., 
Jacksonville,  Florida,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  80  per  cent 
or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Bank  of 
Flagler  Beach,  Flagler  Beach,  Florida. 

The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in 
section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 


application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  April  7, 1980. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  6, 1980. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7904  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Bank  Holding  Companies;  Proposed 
de  novo  Nonbank  Activities 

The  bank  holding  companies  listed  in 
this  notice  have  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(1)),  for  permission  to 
engage  de  novo  (or  continue  to  engage  in 
an  activity  earlier  commenced  de  novo), 
directly  or  indirectly,  solely  in  the 
activities  indicated,  which  have  been 
determined  by  the  Board  of  Governors 
to  be  closely  related  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  each  application, 
interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
luifair  competition,  conflicts  of  interest, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  that  proposal. 

Each  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  that  application.  Comments  and 
requests  for  hearings  should  identify 
clearly  the  specific  application  to  which 
they  relate,  and  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  and  received  by  the  appropriate 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  not  later  than 
April  7, 1980. 
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A.  Federal  Reserve  Bartk  of  New  York 
(A.  Marshall  Puckett,  Vice  President]  33 
Liberty  Street,  New  York,  New  York 
10045: 

1.  CmCORP,  New  York,  New  York 
(consumer  flnance  and  insurance 
activities;  Florida):  to  engage,  through  its 
indirect  subsidiary,  Citicorp  Person-to- 
Person  Financial  Center  of  Florida,  Inc. 
in  conducting  previously  approved 
activities  including;  making  or  acquiring 
loans  and  other  extensions  of  loans  to 
dealers  for  the  financing  of  inventory 
(floor  planning)  and  working  capital 
purposes;  purchasing  for  its  own 
account  and  servicing  sales  finance 
contracts;  and  acting  as  agent  for  the 
sale  of  credit  life  and  credit  casualty 
accident  and  health  insurance  directly 
related  to  extensions  of  credit  in  an 
expanded  service  area.  Credit  related 
life,  accident  and  health  may  be 
underwritten  by  Family  Guardian  Life 
Insurance  Company,  an  affiliate.  These 
activities  will  be  conducted  from  an 
office  in  Jacksonville,  Florida  serving  an 
expanded  area  including  the  entire 
States  of  Florida  and  Georgia.  In 
addition,  the  activities  of  this  office  will 
be  expanded  to  include  acting  as  agent 
for  the  sale  of  credit  related  property 
and  casualty  insurance  only  in  the 
Georgia  service  area. 

2.  CmCORP,  New  York,  New  York 
(consumer  finance  and  insurance 
activities;  Georgia):  to  engage,  through 
its  indirect  subsidiary,  Citicorp  Person- 
to-Person  Financial  Center,  Inc., 
(Georgia],  in  operating  a  finance 
company,  including  making  or  acquiring 
loans  and  other  extensions  of  cre^t, 
secured  or  unsecured,  for  consumer  and 
other  purposes;  the  extension  of  loans  to 
dealers  for  the  financing  of  inventory 
(floor  planning)  and  working  capital 
purposes;  purchasing  and  servicing  for . 
its  own  account  sales  finance  contracts; 
acting  as  agent  for  the  sale  of  property 
and  casualty  insurance  and  for  the  sale 
of  credit  life  and  credit  casualty 
accident  and  health  insurance  directly 
related  to  extensions  of  credit.  Credit 
related  life,  accident  and  health  may  be 
underwritten  by  Family  Guardian  Life 
Insurance  Company,  an  affiliate  of 
Citicorp  Person-to-Person  Financial 
Center,  Inc.  These  activities  would  be 
conducted  from  a  de  novo  office  in 
Atlanta,  Georgia  serving  the  entire  State 
of  Georgia. 

B.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis 
(Delmer  P.  Weisz,  Vice  President)  411 
Locust  Street,  St.  Louis,  Missouri  63166: 

MERCHANTS  NATIONAL 
CORPORATION,  Indianapolis,  Indiana 
(leasing  activities;  Colorado,  Florida, 
Kentucky,  Michigan  and  Ohio)  to  engage 
through  its  subsidiary.  Mad  Leasing 
Corp.,  in  the  following  activities:  leasing 


of  capital  goods  and  equipment  to 
industry,  banks  or  others,  or  acting  as 
agent,  broker  or  advisor  in  leasing  such 
personal  property,  whereat  the  inception 
of  the  initial  lease  the  effect  of  the 
transaction  will  yield  a  return  that  will 
compensate  the  lessor  for  not  less  than 
lessor's  full  investment  in  the  property, 
plus  estimated  total  cost  of  financing  the 
property  over  the  term  of  the  lease,  and 
such  leases  shall  contain  other  terms 
and  conditions  as  shall  comply  with 
Section  225.4(a)(6)(a)  of  Regulation  Y. 
Such  activities  will  be  conducted  at  an 
office  at  1001  Linn  Station  Road,  Suite 
535,  Louisville,  Kentucky  40223,  and  will 
serve  Colorado,  Florida,  Kentucky, 
Michigan  and  Ohio. 

C.  Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks: 

None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  7, 1980. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7906  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Bank  Holding  Companies;  Proposed 
de  novo  Nonbank  Activities 

The  bank  holding  companies  listed  in 
this  notice  have  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  ffie  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)(l]  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(l]),  for  permission  to 
engage  de  novo),  (or  continue  to  engage 
in  an  activity  earlier  commenced  de 
novo),  directly  or  indirectly,  solely  in  the 
activities  indicated,  which  have  been 
determined  by  the  Board  of  Governors 
to  be  closely  related  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  each  application, 
interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interest, 
or  imsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  that  proposal. 

Each  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  that  application.  Comments  and 


requests  for  hearings  should  identify 
clearly  the  specific  application  to  which 
they  relate,  and  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  and  received  by  the  appropriate 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  not  later  than 
April  7, 1980. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago 
(Franklin  D.  Dreyer,  Vice  Resident)  230 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60690: 

1.  NATIONAL  DETROIT 
CORPORATION,  Detroit,  Michigan 
(commercial  finance  activities;  Ohio, 
Indiana):  to  engage,  through  its 
subsidiary,  Instaloan  Financial  Services, 
Inc.,  in  commercial  financing  including 
the  making  of  loans  to  businesses 
secured  by  the  borrower's  accounts 
receivable,  inventory,  machinery  and 
equipment  and/or  real  estate  used  in  the 
business.  This  activity  will  be  conducted 
fi'om  an  office  located  in  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  serving  the  southern  half  of  Ohio 
and  the  southern  half  of  Indiana. 

2.  CONTINENTAL  ILLINOIS 
CORPORATION,  Chicago,  Illinois 
(financing  activities;  the  United  States, 
with  the  exception  of  Colorado, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Montana,  Ohio, 
Okahoma,  Pennsylvania,  Texas,  West 
Virginia,  and  Wyoming,  for  which 
approval  has  already  been  granted):  to 
engage  through  a  de  novo  subsidiary. 
Continental  Illinois  Energy  Development 
Corporation  (CIEDC)  in  making  and 
acquiring  and  servicing  for  its  account 
and  for  the  account  of  others,  secured 
and  unsecured  loans  and  other 
extensions  of  credit  primarily  for  energy 
development  companies.  These 
activities  will  be  conducted  fi'om  an 
office  located  in  Houston,  Texas,  serving 
the  above  noted  geographic  area. 

B,  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco  (Harry  W.  Green,  Vice 
President)  400  Sansome  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  94120: 

1.  WELLS  FARGO  &  COMPANY,  San 
Francisco,  California  (finance  and 
insurance  activities,  western  United 
States):  to  engage  through  its  subsidiary. 
Wells  Fargo  Mortgage  Company,  in 
making  or  acquiring,  for  its  own  account 
or  for  the  account  of  others,  loans  and 
other  extensions  of  credit;  servicing 
loans  and  other  extensions  of  credit  for 
other  persons;  acting  as  an  insurance 
agent  or  broker  with  respect  to  the 
following  types  of  insurance  that  are 
directly  related  to  (1)  credit  life  and 
credit  accident  and  health  insurance; 
and  (2)  mortgage  redemption  life 
insurance  and  group  mortgage  disability 
insurance.  These  activities  would  be 
conducted  fitim  offices  in  Irvine, 
California,  serving  California,  Nevada, 
and  Arizona,  and  in  Bellevue, 
Washington,  serving  Washington, 

Oregon,  California,  Idaho,  Nevada, 
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Utah,  Arizona,  Montana,  Wyoming,  and 
Colorado. 

2.  SECURITY  PACfflC 
CORPORATION,  Los  Angeles, 
California  (financing  and  credit-related 
insurance  activities;  Ohio):  to  engage 
through  its  subsidiaries  American 
Finance  Corporation  of  Columbus  and 
American  Finance  Corporation  of  Ohio, 
in  making  or  acquiring  for  its  own 
account  or  for  the  account  of  others, 
loans  and  extensions  of  credit,  including 
making  consumer  installment  sales 
finance  contracts,  making  loans  to  small 
businesses  and  other  extensions  of 
credit  such  as  would  be  made  by  a 
factoring  company  or  a  consumer 
finance  company,  and  acting  as  broker 
or  agent  for  the  sale  of  credit-related 
life,  accident  and  health  insurance  and 
credit-related  property  and  casualty 
insurance.  These  activities  would  be 
conducted  fi'om  offices  of  American 
Finance  Corporation  of  Columbus  and 
American  Finance  Corporation  of  Ohio 
located  at  910  Taywood  Road, 
Englewood,  Ohio  45322,  serving  the 
State  of  Ohio,  and  would  constitute  a 
relocation  of  existing  offices  of 
American  Finance  Corporation  of 
Columbus  and  American  Finance 
Corporation  of  Ohio  which  are  currently 
located  at  4823  B  Salem  Avenue, 

Dayton,  Ohio  45416. 

C.  Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks: 

None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  5, 1980. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Ooc.  80-7907  FUed  3-13-80;  &45  am] 

BI  LUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Bank  Holding  Companies;  Proposed 
de  novo  Nonbank  Activities 

The  bank  holding  companies  listed  in 
this  notice  have  applied  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  ffie  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regiilation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(1)),  for  permission  to 
engage  de  novo  (or  continue  to  engage  in 
an  activity  earlier  commenced  de  novo), 
directly  or  indirectly,  solely  in  the 
activities  indicated,  which  have  been 
determined  by  the  Board  of  Governors 
to  be  closely  related  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  each  application, 
interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 


unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interest, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specificfdly  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  siunmarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  that  proposal. 

Each  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  that  application.  Comments  and 
requests  for  hearings  should  identify 
clearly  the  specific  application  to  which 
they  relate,  and  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  and  received  by  the  appropriate 
Feder^  Reserve  Bank  not  later  than 
April  9, 1980. 

a.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York 
(A.  Marshall  Puckett,  Vice  President)  33 
Liberty  Street,  New  York,  New  York 
10045: 

1.  CHEMICAL  NEW  YORK 
CORPORATION,  New  York,  New  York 
(trust  company  activities;  Florida):  to 
engage,  through  its  subsidiary.  Chemical 
Trust  Company  of  Florida,  N.A.,  in  the 
activities  of  a  limited  purpose  trust.  The 
activities  of  the  trust  company  will  be 
those  of  any  national  trust  company, 
including  acting  as  trustee  and  executor, 
and  providing  investment  advice,  in 
compliance  with  the  limitations  of 
section  225.4(a)(4)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  Y.  'These  activities  will  be 
conducted  fi'om  an  office  in  Palm  Beach, 
Florida,  serving  the  town  of  Palm  Beach 
and  the  surrounding  towns  of  Jupiter, 
Tequesta,  Jimo  Beach,  Riviera  Beach, 
West  Palm  Beach,  Atlantis,  Lake  Clarke, 
Lantana,  Boynton  Beach,  Delray  Beach, 
Highland  Beach,  and  Boca  Raton. 

2.  MANUFACTURERS  HANOVER 
CORPORATION,  New  York,  New  York 
(commercial  loans  and  leasing;  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
and  New  Hampshire):  to  engage,  through 
a  direct  subsidiary.  Manufacturers 
Hanover  Leasing  Corporation,  in  leasing 
real  and  personal  property  on  a  full 
payout  basis  in  accordance  with  the 
Board’s  Regulation  Y;  acting  as  agent, 
broker  or  advisor  in  leasing  of  such 
property;  making  and  acquiring  for  its 
own  account  or  for  the  accoimt  of 
others,  loans  and  other  extensions  of 
credit  with  respect  to  such  property;  and 
servicing  such  leases,  loans  or  other 
extensions  of  credit.  These  activities 
will  be  conducted  from  an  office  located 
in  Framingham,  Massachusetts,  serving 
the  states  listed  in  the  caption  to  this 
notice. 

B.  Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks: 

None. 


Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  7, 1980. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7910  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6210-01-M  ' 


F  &  M  Bankshares,  Inc.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

F  &  M  Bankshares,  Inc.,  Marinette, 
Wisconsin,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  80  per  cent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  Farmers  &  Merchants 
Bank  and  Trust,  Marinette,  Wisconsin. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in 
section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  officies  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  April  3, 1980. 

Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  10, 1980. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7908  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Guaranty  State  Holding  Co.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Guaranty  State  Holding  Company,  St. 
Paul,  Minnesota,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  imder  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  97  per 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Guaranty  State  Bank  of  St.  Paul,  St. 

Paul,  Minnesota.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Minneapolis.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank,  to  be  received  not  later  than  April 
3, 1980.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
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statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specihcally  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  10, 1980. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  80-7911  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  6210-01-M 


Mainland  Bancorporation,  Inc; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Mainland  Bancorporation,  Inc.,  Texas 
City,  Texas,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  100  per  cent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  Mainland  Bank, 
Texas  City,  Texas.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  April  10, 1980. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  10, 1980. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  80-7909  filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Mountain  Financial  Services,  Inc.; 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

Mountain  Financial  Services,  Inc., 
Denver,  Colorado,  has  applied  for  the 
Board's  approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  percent 
of  the  voting  shares  of  Louisville  State 
Bank,  Louisville,  Colorado,  a  proposed 
new  bank.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 


the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be 
received  not  later  than  April  7, 1980. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  6, 1980. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7905  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  621(M)1-M 


Caldwell  Bancshares,  Inc.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Caldwell,  Banchares,  Inc.,  Caldwell, 
Texas,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  80  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  First  State 
Bank  in  Caldwell,  Caldwell,  Texas.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

'The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  April  10, 1980. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  10, 1980. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7992  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6210-01-M 


Financial  National  Bancshares,  Co.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Financial  National  Bancshares,  Co., 
Elgin,  Illinois,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  100  per 
cent  (less  directors’  qualifying  shares)  of 
the  voting  shares  of  the  successor  by 
merger  to  The  First  National  Bank  of 
Elgin,  Elgin,  Illinois.  The  factors  that  are 


considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  April  10, 1980. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  10, 1980. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7993  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6210-01-M 


First  Fabens  Bancorporation,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

First  Fabens  Bancorporation,  Inc., 
Fabens,  Texas,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  80 
percent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
First  National  Bank  of  Fabens,  Fabens, 
Texas.  'The  factors  that  are  considered 
in  acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  April  10, 1980. 

Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  10, 1980. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7994  Filed  3-13-60;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6210-01-M 


First  University  Corp.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

First  University  Corporation,  Houston, 
Texas,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
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approval  under  section  3(a)(l]  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1)]  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  80  per  cent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  First 
National  Bank  of  West  University  Place, 
Houston,  Texas.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c]  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  April  10, 1980. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  sununarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  10, 1980. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc  80-7995  Filed  3-13-60;  8:45  am) 

BIUJNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Marquette  National  Co.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Marquette  National  Company, 
Marquette,  Nebraska,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval  under  section 
3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  80 
per  cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
The  First  National  Bank  of  Marquette, 
Marquette,  Nebraska.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c] 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  April  10, 1980. 

Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 


Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  10, 1980. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7996  FUed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Mellon  National  Corp.;  Proposed 
Acquisition  of  Mellon  National 
Mortgage  Co.,  of  Colorado 

Mellon  National  Corporation, 
Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania,  has  applied, 
pursuant  to  section  4(c)  (8)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1843(c)(8))  and  §  225.4(b)(2)  of  the 
Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12  CFR 
225.4(b)(2]),  for  permission  to  acquire 
indirectly  voting  shares  of  Mellon 
National  Mortgage  Company  of 
Colorado,  Denver,  Colorado,  from  its 
banking  subsidiary,  Mellon  National 
Bank,  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
subsidiary  would  engage  in  the 
following  activities:  the  origination  of 
residential  and  commercial  mortgage 
loans;  the  servicing  of  mortgage  loans 
for  institutional  investors;  the 
origination  of  residential  construction 
loans;  and  the  provision  of  mortgage 
redemption  and  health  and  accident 
insurance  directly  related  to  its 
extensions  of  credit.  These  activities 
would  be  performed  fi'om  offices  of 
Applicant’s  subsidiary  in  Denver, 
Wheatridge  and  Fort  Collins,  Colorado, 
and  Phoenix,  Arizona,  and  the 
geographic  areas  to  be  served  are 
Adams,  Arapahoe,  Boulder,  Denver, 
Douglas,  Gilpin,  Jefferson  and  Fort 
Collins  Counties  in  Colorado,  and 
Maricopa  County  in  Arizona.  Such 
activities  have  been  specified  by  the 
Board  in  §  225.4(a]  of  Regulation  Y  as 
permissible  for  bank  holding  companies, 
subject  to  Board  approval  of  individual 
proposals  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  of  §  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
"reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 


concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsoimd  banking  practices.’’  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Cleveland. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and 
received  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not 
later  than  April  10, 1980. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  10, 1980. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  7997  Filed  3-13-80;  ft45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6210-01-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

Advisory  Committees;  Meeting 
agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  This  notice  announces  a 
forthcoming  meeting  of  a  public 
advisory  committee  of  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  (FDA).  This  notice 
also  sets  forth  a  summary  of  the 
procedures  governing  committee 
meetings  and  methods  by  which 
interested  persons  may  participate  in 
open  public  hearings  conducted  by  the 
committee  and  is  issued  imder  section 
10(a)  (1)  and  (2)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L  92-463,  86  Stat. 
770-776  (5  U.S.C.  App.  I)),  and  FDA 
regulations  (21  CFR  Part  14)  relating  to 
advisory  committees.  The  following 
advisory  committee  meeting  is 
annoimced; 


ComnittM  name  Date,  time  and  place 


Type  of  meeting  and  contact  peraon 


Grculaloiy  Syatem  Devicea  Panel .  March  31,  9  a.m.,  Rm.  723  Open  public  hearing  8:30  a.m.  to  9:30  a.m.;  open  committee 
and  727A,  200  diacuaaion  9:30  a.m.  to  10:30  ajn.;  doaed  committee  de- 

Independence  Ave.  SW.,  Nberationa  on  trade  aecret  data  10:30  am  to  3:30  p.m. 
''  Washington,  DC.  Glen  A.  Rahmoelter,  6757  Georgia  Ave.,  Silver  Spring,  MO 

20910,  301-427-7559. 


General  function  of  the  Committee. 
'The  Committee  reviews  and  evaluates 
available  data  on  the  safety  and 
effectiveness  of  devices  and  makes 


recommendations  for  their  regulation. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing.  Those 
desiring  to  make  formal  presentations 
should  notify  Glenn  Rahmoeller  by 
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March  24, 1980,  and  submit  a  brief 
statement  of  the  general  nature  of  the 
evidence  or  arguments  they  wish  to 
present,  the  names  and  addresses  of 
proposed  participants,  references  to  any 
data  to  be  relied  on,  and  also  an 
indication  of  the  approximate  time 
required  to  make  their  comments. 

Open  committee  discussion.  The 
panel  will  review  draft  guidelines 
relevant  to  the  submission  of  premarket 
approval  data  for  biologic  and 
prosthetic  replacement  heart  valves  and 
for  oxygenators.  The  panel  will  discuss 
the  further  development  of  these 
guidelines  as  time  permits.  If  any 
premarket  approval  applications  are 
ready  for  panel  review  at  this  meeting, 
the  panel  will  give  priority  to 
discussions  of  these  applications  (see 
below). 

Closed  committee  deliberations.  The 
panel  will  review  premarket  approval 
applications  for  cardiovascular  devices. 
If  a  sponsor  has  not  publicly  disclosed 
the  submission  to  FDA  of  a  premarket 
approval  application  and  so  certifies  in 
a  letter  addressed  to  the  contact  person 
identified  in  this  notice,  the  application 
is  considered  confidential  and  will  be 
reviewed  in  the  closed  session  (5  U.S.C. 
552b(c)(4)].  If  a  sponsor  has  publicly 
disclosed  the  submission  to  FDA  of  a 
premarket  approval  application,  non¬ 
trade  secret  matters  involved  in  the 
application  will  be  discussed  during  the 
open  committee  discussion,  and  trade 
secret  matters  involved  in  the 
application  will  be  discussed  during  the 
closed  committee  deliberations  (5  U.S.C. 
552b(c)(4)).  FDA  will  follow  the  policy 
described  in  this  paragraph  until  the 
agency  publishes  a  final  regulation 
governing  disclosure  of  the  existence  of 
device  premarket  approval  applications, 
and  that  regulation  becomes  effective. 
FDA  is  now  reviewing  comments  on  a 
proposal  on  this  subject  that  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
March  28, 1978  (43  FR  12869),  correction 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
March  31, 1978  (43  FR  13587),  and  will 
publish  a  final  regulation  in  the  near 
future.  This  regulation  will  affect  FDA’s 
policy  on  the  closing  advisory 
committee  meetings  and  may  require  a 
change  in  the  policy  described  in  this 
paragraph. 

Each  public  advisory  committee 
meeting  listed  above  may  have  as  many 
as  four  separable  portions:  (1)  An  open 
public  hearing,  (2)  an  open  committee 
discussion,  (3)  a  closed  presentation  of 
data,  and  (4)  a  closed  committee 
deliberation.  Every  advisory  committee 
meeting  shall  have  an  open  public 
hearing  portion.  Whether  or  not  it  also 
includes  any  of  the  other  three  portions 


will  depend  upon  the  specific  meeting 
involved.  The  dates  and  times  reserved 
for  the  separate  portions  of  each 
committee  meeting  are  listed  above. 

The  open  public  hearing  portion  of 
each  meeting  shall  be  at  least  1  hour 
long  unless  public  participation  does  not 
last  that  long.  It  is  emphasized,  however, 
that  the  1  hour  time  limit  for  an  open 
public  hearing  represents  a  minimtun 
rather  than  a  maximum  time  for  public 
participation,  and  an  open  public 
hearing  may  last  for  whatever  longer 
period  the  committee  chairman 
determines  will  facilitate  the 
conunittee’s  work. 

Meetings  of  advisory  committees  shall 
be  conducted,  insofar  as  is  practical,  in 
accordance  with  the  agenda  published 
in  this  Federal  Register  notice.  Changes 
in  the  agenda  will  be  announced  at  the 
beginning  of  the  open  portion  of  a 
meeting. 

Any  interested  person  who  wishes  to 
be  assured  of  the  right  to  make  an  oral 
presentation  at  the  open  public  hearing 
portion  of  a  meeting  shall  inform  the 
contact  person  listed  above,  either 
orally  or  in  writing,  prior  to  the  meeting. 
Any  person  attending  the  hearing  who 
does  not  in  advance  of  the  meeting 
request  an  opportunity  to  speak  will  be 
allowed  to  make  an  oral  presentation  at 
the  hearing’s  conclusion,  if  time  permits, 
at  the  chairman’s  discretion. 

Persons  interested  in  specific  agenda 
items  to  be  discussed  in  open  session 
may  ascertain  from  the  contact  person 
the  approximate  time  of  discussion. 

A  list  of  committee  members  and 
sununary  minutes  of  meetings  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Public  Records  and 
Documents  Center  (HFC-18),  5600  Fisher 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  between  the 
hours  of  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday.  'The  FDA  regulations 
relating  to  public  advisory  committees 
may  be  found  in  21  CFR  Part  14. 

*^0  Commissioner,  with  the 
concurrence  of  the  Chief  Coimsel,  has 
determined  for  the  reasons  stated  that 
those  portions  of  the  advisory 
committee  meetings  so  designated  in 
this  notice  shall  be  closed.  'The  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (FACA),  as 
amended  by  the  Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act  (Pub.  L.  94-409),  permits 
such  closed  advisory  committee 
meetings  in  certain  circumstances. 

Those  portions  of  a  meeting  designated 
as  closed,  however,  shall  be  closed  for 
the  shortest  possible  time,  consistent 
with  the  intent  of  the  cite  statutes. 

The  FACA,  as  amended,  provides  that 
a  portion  of  a  meeting  may  be  closed 
where  the  matter  for  discussion  involves 
a  trade  secret;  commercial  or  financial 
information  that  is  privileged  or 
confidential;  information  of  a  personal 


nature,  disclosure  of  which  would  be  a 
clearly  unwarranted  invasion  of 
personal  privacy,  investigatory  files 
compiled  for  law  enforcement  purposes; 
information  the  premature  disclosure  of 
which  would  be  likely  to  significantly 
frustarate  implementation  of  a  proposed 
agency  action;  and  information  in 
certain  other  instances  not  generally 
relevant  to  FDA  matters. 

Examples  of  portions  of  FDA  advisory 
committee  meetings  that  ordinarily  may 
be  closed,  where  necessary  and  in 
accordance  with  FACA  criteria,  include 
the  review,  discussion,  and  evaluation 
of  drafts  of  regulations  or  guidelines  or 
similar  preexisting  internal  agency 
documents,  but  only  if  their  premature 
disclosure  is  likely  to  significantly 
frustrate  implementation  of  proposed 
agency  action;  review  of  trade  secrets 
and  confidential  commercial  or  financial 
information  submitted  to  the  agency; 
consideration  of  matters  involving 
investigatory  files  compiled  for  law 
enforcement  purposes;  and  review  of 
matters,  such  as  personnel  records  or 
individual  patient  records,  where 
disclosure  would  constitute  a  clearly 
unwarranted  invasion  of  personal 
privacy. 

Examples  of  portions  of  FDA  advisory 
committee  meetings  that  ordinarily  shall 
not  be  closed  include  the  review, 
discussion,  and  evaluation  of  general 
preclinical  and  clinical  test  protocols 
and  procedures  for  a  class  of  drugs  or 
devices;  consideration  of  labeling 
requirements  for  a  class  of  marketed 
drugs  or  devices;  review  of  data  and 
information  on  specific  investigational 
or  marketed  drugs  and  devices  that  have 
previously  been  made  public; 
presentation  of  any  other  data  or 
information  that  is  not  exempt  fi'om 
public  disclosure  pursuant  to  the  FACA, 
as  amended;  and,  notably  deliberative 
sessions  to  formulate  advice  and 
recommendations  to  the  agency  on 
matters  that  do  not  independently 
justify  closing. 

FDA  has  established  a  pilot  program 
for  financial  assistance  to  participants 
in  certain  agency  proceedings,  including 
hearings  before  public  advisory 
committees  imder  21  CFR  Part  14.  This 
program  is  described  in  regulations  that 
were  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  October  12. 1979  (44  FR  59174)  and 
that  became  effective  October  25, 1979 
(44  FR  72585;  December  14, 1979). 

Subject  to  the  availability  of  funds  and 
other  factors,  FDA  may  reimbiu^e 
participants  meeting  the  criteria  set 
forth  in  these  regulations  for  certain 
costs  of  participating  in  this  proceeding. 
For  more  information  regarding  the 
reimbursement  program,  contact  Ron 
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Wylie.  Office  of  Consumer  Affairs  (HF- 
70),  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
MD  20857,  301-443-2932.  Although 
reimbursement  may  be  made  available 
for  hearings  under  Part  14,  the  program's 
priority  will  be  given  to  funding 
participation  in  formal  evidentiary 
public  hearings  under  Part  12  or  public 
boards  of  inquiry  under  Part  13  of  FDA's 
regulations  (21  CFR  Part  12  or  13). 

Applications  for  reimbursement  for 
participation  in  the  meeting  listed  above 
should  be  sent  to  Ron  Wylie,  Office  of 
Consumer  Affairs  (HF-70),  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 
rather  than  to  the  Hearing  Clerk  as 
prescribed  in  21  CFR  10.210  of  the 
regulations.  If  you  wish  to  submit  an 
application,  please  call  Ron  Wylie  at 
301-443-2932  as  soon  as  possible.  The 
time  limit  for  applying  for  such 
reimbursement  is  as  follows: 


ReimtNjrae. 

ment 

Committee  meeting 

Meeting  date 

appiications 
must  be 
received  by 

Crculatofy  systems  devices 

Marct)  31 _ 

March  24, 

panei. 

1980. 

FDA  has  established  expedited 
procedures  for  review  of  any  application 
for  reimbursement  for  participation  in 
the  meeting  announced  in  this  notice. 
The  Office  of  Consumer  Affairs,  FDA, 
will  file  any  applications  for 
reimbursement  for  participation  in  the 
meeting  announced  in  this  notice  in  the 
docket  for  this  notice. 

Dated:  March  11, 1980. 

Mark  Novitch,  M.D., 

Acting  Commissioner,  Food  and  Drugs. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8036  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4110-03-M 


Consumer  Participation;  Open  Meeting 
AQENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice.  . 


summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  announces  a 
forthcoming  consumer  exchange  meeting 
to  be  chaired  by  Thomas  L.  Hooker, 
District  Director,  Baltimore  District 
Office,  Baltimore,  MD. 
date:  The  meeting  will  be  held  at  10 
a.m.,  Tuesday,  April  15, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  The  meeting  will  be  held  at 
the  Culpepper  Presbyterian  Church,  215 
S.  Main  St.,  Culpepper,  VA. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Charity  E,  Singletary,  Consumer  Affairs 
Officer,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  701  W.  Broad  St.,  Rm.  309,  Falls 
Church,  VA.  703-557-0389 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  encourage 
dialogue  between  consumers  and  FDA 
officials,  to  identify  and  set  priorities  for 
current  and  future  health  concerns,  to 
enhance  relationships  between  local 
consumers  and  FDA's  Baltimore  District 
Office,  and  to  contribute  to  the  agency's 
policymaking  decisions  on  vital  issues. 

Dated:  March  6, 1980. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  A  ffairs. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7528  Filed  3-13-60;  8:45) 

miXINQ  CODE  4110-03-M 


[Docket  No.  80F-0045] 

Diamond  Shamrock  Corp.;  Filing  of 
Food  Additive  Petition 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  Diamond  Shamrock  Corp.  has 
nied  a  petition  proposing  the  safe  use  of 
./V-methyl-iV-(tall  oil  acyl)  taurine, 
sodium  salt  in  the  manufacture  of  paper 
and  paperboard  intended  for  food- 
contact  use. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Gerad  L.  McCowin,  Bureau  of  Foods 
(HFF-334),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  200  C  St.  SW., 
Washington.  DC  20204,  202-472-5690. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(b)(5).  72  Stat.  1786  (21 
U.S.C.  348(b)(5))).  notice  is  given  that  a 
petition  (FAP  9B3433)  has  been  ffled  by 
Diamond  Shamrock  Corp.,  Morristown, 
NJ  07960,  proposing  that  §  176.170 
Components  of  paper  and  paperboard  in 
contact  with  aqueous  and  fatty ^oods  (21 
CFR  176.170)  be  amended,  to  provide  for 
the  safe  use  of  A^methyl-iV-(tall  oil  acyl) 
taurine,  sodium  salt  as  an  antiscalent  for 
use  in  the  manufacture  of  paper  and 
paperboard  intended  for  food-contact 
use. 

The  agency  has  determined  that  the 
proposed  action  falls  under 
§  25.1(f)(l)(v)  (21  CFR  25.1(f)(l)(v))  and 
is  exempt  from  the  requirement  of  an 
environmental  impact  analysis  report 
and  that  no  environmental  impact 
statement  is  necessary. 


Dated:  February  28, 1980. 
Sanford  A.  Miller, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7527  Filed  3-13-80;  ft45  am) 
BHXINQ  CODE  4110-03-M 


Jensen-Salsbery  Laboratories, 
Division  of  Burroughs  Wellcome  Co.; 
Chloral  Hydrate,  Pentobarbital  and 
Magnesium  Sulfate  Injection; 
Withdrawal  of  Approval  of  NADA 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 


summary:  The  agency  withdraws 
approval  of  a  new  animal  drug 
application  (NADA)  providing  for  use  of 
Equi-Thesin  injection  containing  chloral 
hydrate,  pentobarbital,  and  magnesium 
sulfate.  The  injectable  product  is  a 
prescription  drug  administered 
intravenously  in  cattle  and  horses  for 
general  anesthesia.  The  sponsor,  Jensen- 
Salsbery  Laboratories,  Division  of 
Burroughs  Wellcome  Co.,  requested  the 
withdrawal  of  approval. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  24, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Walter  L.  Sessions,  Bureau  of  Veterinary 
Medicine  (HFV-216),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  301-443- 
4093. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Jensen- 
Salsbery  Laboratories,  Division  of 
Burrou^s  Wellcome  Co.,  Kansas  City, 
MO  64108,  is  the  sponsor  of  NADA  5- 
909  which  provides  for  use  of  Equi- 
Thesin  injection.  The  product  contains 
chloral  hydrate,  pentobarbital,  and 
magnesium  sulfate.  It  is  administered 
intravenously  as  a  general  anesthetic 
and  as  a  sedative-relaxant  in  horses  and 
cattle.  The  sponsor,  in  a  submission  to 
the  agency  dated  December  13, 1979, 
requested  withdrawal  of  approval 
because  the  product  was  being  neither 
manufactured  nor  marketed. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(e),  82 
Stat.  345-347  (21  U.S.C.  380b(e)))  and 
under  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  (21 
CFR  5.1)  and  redelegated  to  the  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine  (21 
CFR  5.84),  and  in  accordance  with 
§  514.115  Withdrawal  of  approval  of 
applications  (21  CFR  514.115),  notice  is 
given  that  approval  of  NADA  5-909  and 
all  supplements  for  Equi-Thesin 
injection  is  hereby  withdrawn. 

Effective  date:  March  24, 1980. 

In  a  document  published  elsewhere  in 
this  issue  of  the  Federal  Register, 
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§  522.380  is  amended  to  delete  that 
portion  reflecting  approval  of  this 
NADA. 

Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

Lester  M.  Crawford, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine. 

(FR  Doc  80-7719  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  4110-03-M 

[Docket  No.  SOM-0047] 

Soft  Lenses,  Inc.;  Premarket  Approval 
of  Cabcurve  (Porofocon  B)  Contact 
Lens 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  announces 
approval  of  the  application  for 
pr^arket  approval  under  the  Medical 
Device  Amendments  of  1976  of  the 
Cabcurve  (porofocon  B)  Contact  Lens 
sponsored  by  Soft  Lenses,  Inc.,  San 
Diego,  CA.  After  reviewing  the 
Ophthalmology  Device  Classiflcation 
Panel’s  recommendation,  FDA  notice  the 
sponsor  that  the  application  was 
approved  because  the  device  had  been 
shown  to  be  safe  and  effective  for  use  as 
recommended  in  the  submitted  labeling. 

DATE:  Petitions  for  administrative 
review  by  April  14, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Requests  for  copies  of  the 
summary  of  safety  and  effectiveness 
data  and  petitions  for  administrative 
review  may  be  sent  to  the  Hearing  Clerk 
(HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Keith  Lusted,  Bureau  of  Medical  Devices 
(HFK-402),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  8757  Georgia 
Ave.,  Silver  Spring,  MD  20910,  301-427- 
8162. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

sponsor.  Soft  Lenses,  Inc.,  San  Diego, 

CA,  submitted  an  application  for 
premarket  approval  of  the  Cabcurve 
(Porofocon  B)  Contact  Lens  to  FDA  on 
May  4, 1977.  The  application  was 
reviewed  by  the  Ophthalmology  Device 
Classiflcation  Panel,  an  FDA  advisory 
committee,  which  recommended 
approval  of  the  application.  On  June  11, 
1979,  FDA  approved  the  application  by  a 
letter  to  the  sponsor  from  the  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  Medical  Devices. 

Before  enactment  of  the  Medical 
Device  Amendments  of  1976  (Pub.  L.  94- 
295,  90  Stat.  539-583  (the  amendments)), 
soft  contact  lenses  and  solutions  were 


regulated  as  new  drugs.  Because  the 
amendments  broadened  the  definition  of 
the  term  "device"  in  section  201(h)  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(21  U.S.C.  321(h))  (the  act),  soft  contact 
lenses  and  solutions  are  now  regulated 
as  class  III  devices  (premarket 
approval).  As  FDA  explained  in  a  notice 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
December  16, 1977  (42  FR  63472),  the 
amendments  provided  transitional 
provisions  to  ensure  continuation  of 
premarket  approval  requirements  for 
class  III  devices  formerly  considered 
new  drugs.  Furthermore,  FDA  requires 
as  a  condition  to  approval  that  sponsors 
of  applications  for  premarket  approval 
of  soft  contact  lenses  or  solutions 
comply  with  the  records  and  reports 
provisions  of  Part  310  (21  CFR  Part  310), 
Subpart  D,  until  these  provisions  are 
replaced  by  similar  requirements  under 
the  amendments. 

A  summary  of  the  information  on 
which  the  agency’s  approval  is  based  is 
available  upon  request  from  the  Hearing 
Clerk  (HFA-305),  address  above. 
Requests  should  be  identifled  with  the 
name  of  the  device  and  the  Hearing 
Clerk  docket  number  foimd  in  brackets 
in  the  heading  of  this  document. 

The  labeling  of  the  Cabcurve 
(porofocon  B)  Contact  Lens,  like  that  of 
other  approved  soft  contact  lenses, 
states  fliat  the  lens  is  to  be  used  only 
with  certain  solutions  for  disinfection 
and  other  purposes.  The  restrictive 
labeling  helps  to  inform  new  lens  users 
that  they  must  avoid  purchasing 
inappropriate  products,  e.g.,  solutions 
for  use  with  hard  contact  lenses. 
However,  the  restrictive  labeling  needs 
to  be  updated  periodically  to  refer  to 
new  solutions  that  FDA  approves  for 
use  with  an  approved  lens.  A  sponsor 
that  does  not  update  the  restrictive  ' 
labeling  may  violate  the  misbranding 
provisions  of  section  502  of  the  act  (21 
U.S.C.  352)  as  well  as  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act  (15  U.S.C.  41-58),  as 
amended  by  the  Magnuson-Moss 
Warranty-Federal  Trade  Commission 
Improvement  Act  (Pub.  L.  93-637). 
Furthermore,  failure  to  update  the 
restrictive  labeling  to  refer  to  new 
solutions  that  may  be  used  with  an 
approved  lens  may  be  grounds  for 
withdrawing  approval  of  the  application 
for  the  lens,  under  section  515(e)(1)(F)  of 
the  act  (21  U.S.C.  360e(e)(l)(F)). 
Accordingly,  whenever  FDA  publishes  a 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of  the 
agency’s  approval  of  a  new  solution  for 
use  with  an  approved  lens,  the  sponsor 
of  the  lens  shall  correct  its  labeling  to 
refer  to  the  new  solution,  at  the  next 
printing  or  at  any  other  time  FDA 
prescribes  by  letter  to  the  sponsor. 


Opportunity  for  Administrative  Review 

Section  515(d)(3)  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C. 
360e(d)(3)),  authorizes  any  interested 
person  to  petition,  under  section  515(g) 
of  the  act  (21  U.S.C.  360e(g)),  for 
administrative  review  of  FDA’s  decision 
to  approve  this  application.  A  petitioner 
may  request  either  a  formal  hearing 
under  Part  12  (21  CFR  Part  12)  of  the 
FDA  administrative  practices  and 
procedures  regulations  or  a  review  of 
the  application  and  FDA’s  action  by  an 
independent  advisory  committee  of 
experts.  A  petition  is  to  be  in  the  form  of 
a  petition  for  reconsideration  of  FDA 
action  under  §  10.33(b)  (21  CFR  10.33(b)). 
A  petitioner  shall  identify  the  form  of 
review  requested  (hearing  or 
independent  advisory  committee)  and 
shall  submit  with  the  petition  supporting 
data  and  information  showing  that  there 
is  a  genuine  and  substantial  issue  of 
material  fact  for  resolution  through 
administrative  review.  After  reviewing  a 
petition,  FDA  will  decide  to  grant  or 
deny  the  petition  and  will  publish  a 
notice  of  its  decision  in  the  Federal 
Register.  If  FDA  grants  the  petition,  the 
notice  will  state  the  issues  to  be 
reviewed,  the  form  of  review  to  be  used, 
the  persons  who  may  participate  in  the 
review,  the  time  and  place  where  the 
review  will  occur,  and  other  details. 

Petitioners  may,  at  any  time  on  or 
before  April  14, 1980  file  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-65,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville.  MD  20857,  four 
copies  of  each  petition  and  supporting 
data  and  information,  identifled  with  the 
name  of  the  device  and  the  Hearing 
Clerk  docket  munber  found  in  brackets 
in  the  heading  of  this  document. 
Received  petitions  may  be  seen  in  the 
above-named  office  between  9  a.m.  and 
4  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  A  ffairs. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7970  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4110-03-M 


National  Institutes  of  Health 

National  Cancer  Institute;  Diagnostic 
Research  Advisory  Group;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Diagnostic  Research  Advisory  Group, 
National  Cancer  Institute,  April  24-25, 
1980,  Building  3lC,  Conference  Room  10, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20205. 

The  entire  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  from  9:00  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.  on 
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April  24,  and  from  8:30  a.m.  to 
adjournment  on  April  25,  to  conduct 
general  business  related  to  cancer 
diagnosis  and  to  review  present 
programs  and  plan  future  programs. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available. 

Mrs.  Marjorie  F.  Early,  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National  Cancer 
Institute,  Building  31,  Room  4B43, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20205  (301/496-5708)  will 
provide  summaries  of  the  meeting  and 
rosters  of  committee  members,  upon 
request. 

Drs.  Louis  P.  Greenberg  or  Dr.  R. 
Quentin  Blackwell,  Executive 
Secretaries  of  the  Committee,  Building 
31,  Room  3A10,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20205  (301/ 
496-1591)  will  furnish  substantive 
program  information,  upon  request. 

Date:  March  10, 1980. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  National 
Institute  of  Health. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7942  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4110-08-M 


Renewal  of  National  Cancer  Institute 
Committees 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  of  October  6, 1972, 
(Public  Law  92-463,  86  Stat.  770-776),  the 
Director,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
announces  the  renewal  by  the  Director, 
NCI,  of  the  following  committees: 

Committee  and  Termination  Date 

Cancer  and  Nutrition  Scientific  Review 
Committee,  March  31, 1982. 

Cancer  Control  Grant  Review  Committee, 
March  3, 1982. 

Authority  for  these  committees  will 
expire  on  the  dates  indicated,  unless 
renewed  by  appropriate  action  as 
authorized  by  law. 

Date:  March  6, 1980. 

Donald  S.  Fredrickson, 

Director,  National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7940  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4110-0S-H 


National  Institute  of  Dental  Research; 
Meeting  of  the  Board  of  Scientific 
Counselors 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Board  of  Scientific  Counselors,  National 
Institute  of  Dental  Research,  on  April  28, 
29  and  30, 1980,  in  Conference  Room  117, 
Building  30,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland.  This 
meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public  from 
9:00  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.  on  April  28  and  29, 
to  discuss  program  policies  and  issues. 


Attendance  by  the  public  is  limited  to 
space  available. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  Section  552b(c)(6),  Title  5,  U.S. 
Code  and  Section  10(d]  of  Public  Law 
92-463,  the  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the 
public  from  9:00  a.m.  to  adjournment  on 
April  30  for  the  review,  discussion,  and 
evaluation  of  individual  programs  and 
projects  conducted  by  the  National 
Institute  pf  Dental  Research,  NIH, 
including  consideration  of  personnel 
qualifrcations  and  performance,  and  the 
competence  of  individual  investigators, 
the  disclosure  of  which  would  constitute 
a  clearly  imwarranted  invasion  of 
personal  privacy. 

Dr.  Marie  U.  Nylen,  Director  of 
Intramural  Research,  National  Institute 
of  Dental  Research,  National  Institutes 
of  Health,  Building  30,  Room  132, 
Bethesda,  MD  20205,  (telephone  301  496- 
1483)  will  provide  summaries  of  meeting, 
rosters  of  committee  members,  and 
substantive  program  information. 

Date:  March  7, 1980. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 

Committee  Manogement  Officer,  National 
Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7938  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4110-0B-M 


National  Heart,  Lung,  and  Blood 
Institute;  Meeting  of  Blood  Diseases 
and  Resources  Advisory  Committee 

Pursuant  to  Fhiblic  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Blood  Diseases  and  Resources  Advisory 
Committee,  National  Heart,  Limg,  and 
Blood  Institute,  April  28-29, 1980, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Building 
31,  Conference  Room  8,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20205. 

The  entire  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  from  9:00  AM-5:00  PM,  April  28, 
and  from  8:30  AM-4:30  PM,  April  29, 
1980,  to  discuss  the  status  of  the  Blood 
Diseases  and  Resources  program,  needs, 
and  opportunities.  Attendance  by  the 
public  will  be  limited  to  space  available. 

Mr.  York  Onnen,  Chief,  Public 
Inquiries  and  Reports  Branch,  National 
Heart,  Lung,  apd  Blood  Institute, 

Building  31,  Room  4A21A,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20205,  phone:  (301)  496-4236,  will 
provide  summaries  of  the  meeting  and 
rosters  of  the  committee  members. 

Dr.  Fann  Harding,  Special  Assistant  to 
the  Director,  Division  of  Blood  Diseases 
and  Resources,  National  Heart,  Lung, 
and  Blood  Institute,  Federal  Building, 
Room  514,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Bethesda,  Maryland,  20205,  phone:  (301) 
496-1817,  will  furnish  substantive 
program  information. 


Date:  March  10, 1980. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  National 
Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7941  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-08-M 


National  Institute  of  Child  Health  and 
Human  Development;  Meeting  of  the 
Mental  Retardation  Research 
Committee 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Mental  Retardation  Research 
Committee,  National  Institute  of  Child 
Health  and  Human  Development,  on 
April  7-8, 1980,  in  the  Landow  Building, 
Room  A  1st  floor,  7910  Woodmont 
Avenue,  Bethesda,  Maryland. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  on  April  7  from  9:00  a.m.  to  11:00 
a.m.  to  discuss  items  relative  to  the 
Committee’s  activities  including 
announcements  by  the  Director,  Deputy 
Director,  Associate  Director  for  Review 
and  the  Chief  of  the  Mental  Retardation 
and  Developmental  Disabilities  Branch 
and  the  Executive  Secretary  of  the 
Committee. 

In  accordance  with  provisions  set 
forth  in  Sections  S52b(c)(4)  and 
552b(c)(6),  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and  Section 
10(d)  of  I^blic  Law  92-463,  the  meeting 
will  be  closed  to  the  public  on  April  7 
from  11:00  a.m.  to  adjournment  on  April 
8  for  the  review,  discussion  and 
evaluation  of  individual  grant 
applications.  The  applications  and  the 
discussions  could  reveal  confidential 
trade  secrets  or  commercial  property 
such  as  patentable  material,  and 
personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the 
applications,  disclosure  which  would 
constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

Mrs.  Marjorie  Neff,  Committee 
Management  Officer,  NICHD,  Landow 
Building,  Room  7C09,  National  Institutes 
of  Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland,  Area 
Code  301, 496-1485,  will  provide  a 
summary  of  the  meeting  and  roster  of 
committee  members.  Dr.  Stanley  L. 
Slater,  Executive  Secretary,  Mental 
Retardation  Research  Committee, 
NICHD,  Landow  Building,  Room  7C09, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland,  Area  Code  301, 496-1696,  will 
furnish  substantive  program 
information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.865,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 
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Date:  March  7. 1980. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 

Committee  Management  Officer, 

National  Institutes  of  Health. 

|FR  Doc  aO-TBSg  Filed  3-13-80:  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4110-08-M 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Planning  and  Evaluation 

[Contract  No.  HEW-100-78-0(fi04] 

“Denver  Income  Maintenance 
Experiment”;  Contract  Award 

Pursuant  to  Section  606  of  the 
Community  Services  Act  of  1974,  this 
agency  announces  the  award  of 
Contract  No.  HEW-100-78-0004  to  the 
State  of  Colorado  Department  of  Social 
Services  for  a  project  entitled  "Denver 
Income  Maintenance  Experiment”  for 
the  continuing  implementation  and 
research  on  this  income  maintenance 
experiment.  The  overall  purpose  of  the 
project,  begun  in  1971,  is  to  assess  the 
’  amount  of  work  effort  reduction  and 
other  effects  that  would  result  from  a 
guaranteed  annual  income.  Ongoing 
work  includes  further  analyses  of  the 
data  and  preparation  for  the  production 
of  the  final  report,  and  continued  active 
participation  of  a  small  number  of 
[families  in  the  experiment.  The 
estimated  cost  of  this  contract  for  FY 
1980  is  $2,133,710  and  the  completion 
date  for  this  phase  is  September  30, 
1980. 

Dated:  March  11, 1980. 

John  L.  Palmer, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Planning  and 
Evaluation,  Designate. 

(FR  Doc  80-8010  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BHJJNQ  CODE  4110-12-H 

[Contract  No.  HEW-100-78-0005] 

“Seattle  Income  Maintenance 
Experiment”;  Contract  Award 

Pursuant  to  Section  606  of  the 
Community  Services  Act  of  1974,  this 
agency  annoimces  the  award  of 
Contract  No.  HEW-100-7&-0005  to  the 
State  of  Washington  Department  of 
Social  and  Health  Services  for  a  project 
entitled  “Seattle  Income  Maintenance 
Experiment”  for  the  continuing 
implementation  and  research  on  this 
income  maintenance  experiment.  The 
overall  purpose  of  the  project,  begim  in 
1971,  is  to  assess  the  amount  of  work 
effort  reduction  and  other  effects  that 
would  result  fixim  a  guaranteed  annual 
income.  Ongoing  work' includes  further 
analyses  of  the  data  and  preparation  for 
the  production  of  the  final  report.  The 
estimated  cost  of  this  contract  for  FY 


1980  is  $1,910,375  and  the  completion 
date  is  September  30, 1980. 

Dated:  March  11, 1980. 

John  L  Palmer, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Planning  and 
Evaluation,  Designate. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8011  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4110-12-M 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

National  Advisory  Committee  on  the 
White  House  Conference  on  Families; 
Special  Subcommittee  on  the 
Appointment  of  At<Large  Delegates; 
Meeting  * 

The  National  Advisory  Committee  on 
the  White  House  Conference  on 
Families  was  established  to  advise  the 
Secretary,  the  Chair  of  the  Conference, 
and  the  Conference  staff  on  matters 
pertaining  to  the  Conference,  including 
the  development,  implementation  and 
execution  of  overall  plans  and 
procedures  for  the  Conference.  The 
Special  Subcommittee  on  the 
Appointment  of  At-Large  Delegates  was 
appointed  by  the  National  Advisory 
Committee  at  its  January  23-25  meeting 
to  develop  criteria  for  the  selection  of 
at-large  delegates  to  the  White  House 
Conferences,  and  to  make 
recommendations  concerning  such 
selections.  This  subcommittee  is 
composed  exclusively  of  members  of  the 
committee  of  the  whole. 

In  accordance  with  Pub.  L.  92-463, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  meeting  to  be 
held  Tuesday,  April  1, 1980,  at  9  a.m.  in 
Room  303A  of  the  Humphrey  Building, 
located  at  300  Independence  Avenue, 
S.W.,  in  Washington,  D.C. 

From  9  a.m.  until  approximately  10 
a.m.,  deliberations  will  concern  criteria 
for  selection  of  individuals  to  serve  as 
at-large  delegates  to  the  White  House 
Conferences.  This  portion  of  the  meeting 
will  be  open  for  public  observation. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  deliberations 
concerning  criteria,  the  meeting  will  be 
closed  for  consideration  of  individual 
nominations.  Since  this  portion  of  the 
meeting  will  involve  discussion  of 
characteristics  and  profiles  of  individual 
nominees,  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  has  determined 
that  this  portion  of  the  meeting  may  be 
closed  in  accordance  with  Section  10(d) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
and  5  U.S.C.  552b(c)(6].  This  portion  of 
the  meeting  will,  therefore,  be  closed  to 
the  public. 

Further  information  on  the  meeting 
may  be  obtained  fi'om  the  White  House 
Conference  on  Families  at  330 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20201,  (202)  245-6073. 


Dated:  March  12, 1980. 

John  L.  Carr, 

Executive  Director,  White  House  Conference 
on  Families. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8045  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4110-12-M 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Management  and  Budget;  Statement 
of  Organization,  Functions^  and 
Delegation  of  authority 

This  notice  amends  Part  A  of  the 
statement  of  organization,  functions  and 
delegations  of  authority  of  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  Office  of  the  Secretary,  by 
modifying  certain  parts  of  Chapter  AMS 
“Office  of  Management  Services”  (42  FR 
36310,  dated  7-14-77,  as  amended  by  44 
FR  28731,  dated  5-1&-79),  Chapter  AF 
“Office  of  Inspector  General”  (42  FR 
17531,  dated  4-1-77  and  43  FR  58871, 
dated  12-18-78). 

Administrative  streamlining  resulting 
fi'om  the  transfer  of  all  security 
functions  to  the  Office  of  the  Inspector 
General;  the  need  for  centralized  control 
over  security  programs  within  the 
organizational  component  responsible 
for  investigation  of  criminal  matters  and 
enforcement  of  the  law;  and  the 
increased  effectiveness  derived  from 
such  centralized  control  in  the  event  of 
an  emergency  justify  these  proposed 
changes. 

This  notice:  (a)  Abolishes  the  Security 
and  Safety  Branch,  Washington 
Facilities  Division  (AMS.20  C). 

(b)  Establishes  a  Division  of  Security 
and  Protection  under  the  Assistant 
Inspector  General  for  Investigations, 
Office  of  the  Inspector  General  (AF,20 
D). 

(c)  Transfers  to  the  Office  of  the 
Inspector  General  all  security  and 
executive  protection  functions  formerly 
in  the  Washington  Facilities  Division. 

The  following  changes  are  made  in  the 
Statement  of  Organization,  Functions, 
and  Delegations  of  Authority. 

Section  AMS.20  C  [Functions: 
Washington  Facilities  Division)  is 
revised  to  read: 

C.  Washington  Facilities  Division. 
Plans  and  administers  the  HEW 
facilities  management  program  in  the 
Washington,  D.C.  area:  Provides 
engineering  and  architectural  services  in 
support  of  the  maintenance  and 
operations  of  all  HEW  facilities  in  the 
national  capitol  area.  Negotiates  for, 
obtains,  and  allocates  parking  spaces  in 
southwest  Washington,  D.C.  Implements 
and/or  develops  procedures,  standards, 
and  regulations  for  the  occupational 
safety  and  health  program  within  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary. 


16568 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  52  /  Friday,  March  14.  1980  /  Notices 


Section  AF.20  D  [Functions:  Office  of 
the  Assistant  Inspector  General  for 
Investigations)  is  revised  as  follows: 

Section  1.  Section  AF.OO(l)  of  part  AF 
is  amended  by  adding  "and  maintaining 
security  programs  designed  to  protect 
government  property,  sensitive 
information,  and  personnel;”  at  the  end 
of  the  section. 

Sec  2,  Section  AF.IO  of  part  AF  is 
amended  by  adding  "Division  of 
Security  and  Protection  (AFED)”  after 
Division  of  Law  Enforcement 
Coordination  and  Data  Collection. 

Sec.  3.  Section  AF.20A(1)  of  part  AF  is 
amended  by  adding  "and  security 
activities"  after  "investigative 
activities.” 

Sec.  4.  Section  AF.20D.l.(a)  of  part  AF 
is  amended  by  adding  "and  security” 
after  "investigative”. 

Sec.  5.  Section  AF.20D.2.  of  part  AF  is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  the 
following  new  paragraph; 

(f)  Division  of  Security  and  Protection 
(AFED): 

(i)  Establishes  Departmental  policies, 
procedures,  and  guidelines  for 
protection  of  classified  documents  and 
material  including  special  category 
(SPECAT)  information  (NATO, 
Restricted  Data,  SCI,  etc.)  pursuant  to 
and  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Executive  Order  12065,  National 
Security  Information;  and  safeguards 
non-classified  sensitive  information  and 
information  for  which  safeguarding  is 
required  by  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974. 

(ii)  Develops  and  maintains  an 
executive  protection  program,  which 
provides  for  the  personal  protection  of 
the  Secretary  and  Under  Secretary  and 
provides,  on  a  contingency  basis, 
personal  protection  guidance  and 
assistance  to  other  high-level 
Department  officials. 

(iii)  Develops  Department-wide  policy 
and  guidance  for  the  physical  security  of 
persoiinel,  property,  activities,  and 
information  in  facilities  and  buildings 
occupied  by  the  Department. 

(iv)  Serves  as  emergency  coordinating 
office  and  maintains  an  up-to-date 
facility  self-protection  operational  plan 
for  the  headquarters  southwest  building 
complex,  provides  policy  guidance  on 
facility  self-protection  to  all 
Departmental  installations  in  the  field 
and  responsible  for  the  evacuation  of 
these  buildings  in  an  emergency. 

(v)  Provides  Department-wide  policy, 
direction,  and  guidance  for 
communications,  technical,  and 
industrial  security  programs. 

(vi)  Provides  operational  security 
services  and  support  (Physical,  building, 
information  seciuity]  for  headquarters 
southwest  complex  components  and 


other  designated  Departmental 
elements. 

(vii)  Conducts  a  Department-wide 
employee  education  program  dealing 
with  safeguarding  of  classified  and  other 
sensitive  information,  protection  of 
government  property  and  facilities,  and 
crime  prevention. 

(viii)  Maintains  liaison  with 
Department  Staff  Offices,  principal 
operating  components,  other  Federal 
agencies,  and  local  and  Federal  law 
enforcement  organizations  on  all 
matters  pertaining  to  executive 
protection  and  internal  security 
affecting  the  Department. 

(ix)  Provides  Department-wide 
emergency  preparedness  security 
guidance  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
11490.  Provides  direction  and  guidance 
relative  to  safekeeping  of  essential 
records,  protection  of  emergency 
operating  facilities,  emergency 
communications  assets,  and  protection 
of  government  resources  and  key 
facilities  and  personnel. 

(x)  Establishes  nation-wide  standards 
and  procedures  for  development, 
control,  and  safeguarding  of  all  forms  of 
Departmental  identification  media  (such 
as  building  passes  and  special 
credentials). 

(xi)  Conducts  investigations  of 
classified  information  violations 
involving  southwest  complex 
components.  Coordinates  with  the 
investigating  organization  the 
investigation  of  classified  information 
violations  occurring  in  the  field  and 
property  violations  in  the  southwest 
complex. 

Sec.  6.  Prior  Statement  of 
Organization,  Functions,  and 
Delegations  of  Authority.  To  the  extent 
inconsistent  with  this  statement,  all 
previous  statements  of  organization, 
functions,  and  delegations  of  authority, 
as  well  as  currently  applicable  chapters 
of  the  Department’s  Organizational 
Manual,  are  hereby  suspended  by  this 
statement,  except  that  all  delegations  in 
effect  immediately  prior  to  the  effective 
date  of  this  statement  shall  continue  in 
effect  until  new  delegations  are  made. 

Sec.  7.  Effective  date.  This  Statement  shall 
be  effective  on  March  6, 1980. 

Dated:  March  6, 1980. 

Nathan  ).  Stark 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7900  Filed  S-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNO  CODE  4110-12-M 


Public  Health  Service 

Health  Maintenance  Organizationar 

Corrections 

In  FR  Doc.  80-6209,  at  page  13892,  in 
the  issue  of  Monday,  March  3, 1980, 
make  the  following  corrections: 

(1)  On  page  13893,  in  the  middle 
column  under  “Michigan,  ”  the  sixth  line, 
now  reading 

Group  Health  Service  of  Michigan,  Inc., 
Warren  '  , 

is  corrected  to  read: 

Group  Health  Plan  of  Southeast  Michigan, 
Warren 

(2)  On  page  13894,  in  the  first  column - 
under  “Washington, "  the  third  line, 
insert  the  footnote  reference  "  *”  after 
the  last  word  "Oregon”  and  the  same 
column  imder  “Guam",  the  second  line, 
correct  the  footnote  reference  "‘”  to 
read 

(3)  On  page  13894,  the  last  column, 
under  “Schenectady",  the  paragraph 
designated  as  “9.”,  the  fifth  line  down, 
correct  “August  12, 1978”  to  read 
“August  12, 1979”. 

BILLING  CODE  150S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
[ORE-011364]  I 

Oregon;  TerminaMon  of  Classification 

March  7, 1980. 

1.  By  Order  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  State  Supervisor,  Oregon, 
dated  November  9, 1956,  the  following 
described  public  lands  were  classified 
for  disposal  by  lease  or  sale  under  the 
Recreation  and  Public  Purposes  Act  of 
lime  14, 1926,  as  amended  (43  U.S.C.  869, 
869-4).  No  application  has  been  filed 
pursuant  to  said  act;  accordingly, 
pursuant  to  43  CFR  2741.2(c),  the 
classification  is  hereby  terminated  as  to 
the  following  described  lands: 

Willamette  Meridian 
T.  28  S.,  R.  32  E., 

Sec.  17; 

Sec.  19,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  and  4,  EV^WV^,  and 
EV&; 

Sec.  20,  21,  and  22; 

Sec.  23,  NEy4NEy4,  SWy4,  and  SyiSEy4; 
Sec.  25,  NWy4NWy4,  SV4NWy4,  and  SWy4; 
Secs.  26,  27,  28,  and  29; 

Sec.  30,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  and  4,  EWNVt,  and 
EV&* 

Sec.  31,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  and  4,  NEVi,  EV&W%, 
NV^SEy4,  and  SWy4SEy4; 

Secs.  32,  33,  34,  and  35. 

T.  29  S.,  R.  32  E., 

Sec.  1; 

Sec.  2,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  (except  the 
SViiSEy^  NEy4NWy4).  and  4.  NEy4, 
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swy4Nwy4.  wv4SEy4Nwy4. 

Sy!SEy4SEy4NWy4,  and  SMt; 

Sec.  3,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  and  4,  SV4NV^, 
w^swy4,  NV4NEy4Swy4. 
wyjSwy4NEy4Swy4.  wy!SEy4Swy4, 
SEy4SEy4Swy4,  NV4SEy4.  wv4NEy4 

sw  y4SE  y4.wv4sw  y4SE  y4, 

SEy4SWy4SEy4.  and  SEy4SEy4; 

Sec.  4,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  and  4,  SMsNV^,  and  SV^; 
Sec.  5,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  and  4,  SV^NV^,  and  SV^; 
Sec.  6,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  and  4,  EWNVt,  and  EVt; 
Sec.  7,  Lots  1,  Ny!NEy4,  and  NEy4NWy4: 
Sec.  8.  NV4,  NEy4SWy4.  Ny8SEy4,  and 
SEy4SEy4; 

iec*i5.^r^y4?’Ny2NWy4.  and  EM!SEy4. 

The  areas  described  aggregate 
16,016.70  acres  in  Harney  County, 
Oregon. 

2.  At  10  a.m.  on  April  21, 1980,  the 
following  described  lands  will  be  open 
to  operation  of  the  public  land  laws 
generally,  subject  to  valid  existing 
rights,  the  provisions  of  existing 
withdrawals,  and  the  requirements  of 
applicable  law: 

Willamette  Meridian 

T.  28  S..  R.  32  E., 

Sec.  23.  NEy4NEy4. 

T.  29  S..  R.  32  E.. 

Sec.  1,  EV4  and  Ey2NWy4: 

Sec.  10,  SEyi; 

Sec.  15.  Ny!NEy4,  SEy4NEy4.  and  Ey2SEy4. 

3.  At  10  a.m.  on  April  21, 1980,  the 
lands  described  in  paragraph  2  will  be 
open  to  location  under  the  United  States 
mining  laws.  The  lands  described  in 
paragraph  1  have  been  and  continue  to 
be  open  to  applications  and  offers  under 
the  minerals  leasing  laws. 

4.  The  lands  described  in  paragraph  1, 
except  those  described  in  paragraph  2, 
remain  segregated  from  operation  of  the 
public  land  laws  generally,  including  the 
mining  laws,  by  proposed  protective 
withdrawal  OR  10676  or  by  Recreation 
and  Public  Purposes  Act  classification. 
OR  17348. 

Inquines  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  2965, 
Portland,  Oregon  97208. 

Harold  A.  Berends, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  aO-7976  Filed  3-13-aO;  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  4310-S4-M 


[U-910-4310-84] 

Final  Wilderness  Decision  and 
Withdrawal  Recommendation  on  Deep 
Creek  Mountains;  Utah 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 

Interior. 

action:  Notice. 


summary:  This  notice  announces  (1)  the 
BLM  Utah  State  Director’s  final  decision 
to  identify  68,910  acres  as  a  Wilderness 
Study  Area  within  the  Deep  Creek 
Mountains  inventory  unit  (UT-020-060, 
UT-050-020),  and  (2)  the  State  Director’s 
recommendation  which  will  be 
forwarded  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  to  permit  a  26,927  acre 
emergency  withdrawal  in  the  Deep 
Creek  Mountains  to  expire  May  2, 1980. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  by 
the  Director  of  BLM,  an  accelerated 
wilderness  inventory  has  been 
conducted  on  a  157,450  acre  inventory 
unit.  The  unit  was  inventoried  according 
to  provisions  of  Sections  2j01(a)  and  603 
of  the  Federal  land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976  and  Section 
2(c)  of  the  Wilderness  Act  of  1964.  The 
area  listed  herein  meets  the  wilderness 
criteria  of  Section  2(c)  of  Pub.  L.  88-577 
and  is  hereby  designated  as  a 
Wilderness  Study  Area. 

As  a  result  of  the  intensive  wilderness 
inventory,  a  68,910  acre  portion  of 
inventory  unit  UT-020-060,  UT-050-020 
was  proposed  as  a  Wilderness  Study 
Area,  as  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  November  16, 1979,  pages  66076 
and  66077  and  November  28, 1979,  page 
68037.  The  appropriate  inventory  and 
associated  public  comment  period  have 
been  conducted  by  the  Utah  BLM. 

A  60-day  comment  period  including 
public  meetings  ended  January  15, 1980. 
The  comment  period  and  meetings  were 
held  to  gain  comments  and  information 
on  the  proposal.  The  BLM  received  715 
comments  that  both  agreed  and 
disagreed  with  the  proposal.  No  specific 
information  which  would  justify  a 
modification  of  the  proposal  was 
received. 

Upon  publication  of  this  final 
decision,  a  30-day  protest  period  on  this 
decision  is  initiated.  Any  person  who 
has  disagreement  with  this  decision  on 
this  unit  and  has  information  which  may 
influence  this  decision,  may  file  a 
written  protest  with:  BLM  Utah  State 
Director,  136  East  South  Temple,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84111.  The  protest  must 
specify  the  unit  and  include  a  clear  and 
concise  statement  of  reasons  for  the 
protest  and  must  furnish  supporting 
information  on  the  presence  or  absence 
of  the  wilderness  characteristics  as 
described  in  the  Wilderness  Act  of  1964. 
The  protest  must  be  received  by  the 
BLM  Utah  State  Office  at  the  above 
address  by  4:30  p.m.  April  14, 1980. 
Should  protests  be  filed  on  this 
inventory  unit,  the  State  Director  will 
consider  such  protests  and  issue  a 
decision  which  will  be  subject  to  appeal 
on  the  inventory  unit  to  the  Department 
of  the  Interior  Board  of  Land  Appeals 
(IBLA).  If  the  decision  on  the  protest 


remains  consistent  with  this  decision, 
only  the  protestor  may  appeal  to  the 
IBLA.  If  such  decision  reflects  changes 
from  this  decision  based  upon  the 
information  submitted  by  the  protestor, 
any  adversely  affected  person  may 
appeal  to  the  IBLA. 

'The  final  decision  announced  herein 
is  scheduled  to  become  effective  as  of 
4:30  p.m.,  April  14, 1980  (close  of  protest 
period),  if  no  protest  is  filed.  At  that 
time,  the  portions  of  the  unit  not  within 
the  Wilderness  Study  Area  as 
designated  will  no  longer  be  subject  to 
the  management  restrictions  imposed  by 
Section  603  of  Pub.  L.  94-579.  For 
purposes  c^f  this  decision,  this  unit  is 
considered  separable  from  every  other 
unit  under  wilderness  inventory.  Should 
any  amendment  to  this  decision  be 
made  by  the  Utah  BLM  State  Director, 
as  a  result  of  new  information  received 
following  this  announcement,  that 
amendment  will  be  formally  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  and  will  not 
become  effective  until  30  days  following 
such  publication.  This  30-day  extension 
will  apply  only  to  the  amendment  and 
not  the  original  decision. 

Three  management  options  were 
identified  concerning  the  emergency 
withdrawal.  They  are:  (1)  make 
application  for  a  permanent  withdrawal 
on  the  26,927  acre  emergency 
withdrawal  before  its  expiration  on  May 
2, 1980,  (2)  modify  the  emergency 
withdrawal  and  make  application  for  a 
permanent  withdrawal  and  (3)  permit 
the  emergency  withdrawal  to  expire  on 
May  2, 1980. 

The  BLM  Utah  State  Director’s 
recommendation  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  permit  the  emergency 
withdrawal  to  expire  follows  three  years 
of  study  and  inventory  on  the  area 
which  indicate  that  some  of  the  key 
values  do  not  exist  to  the  degree 
originally  thought  at  the  time  the 
withdrawal  was  initiated.  However,  the 
area  does  have  all  the  wilderness  values 
required  by  Section  603  of  FLPMA,  and 
those  will  be  protected  through  the 
Interim  Management  Policy  published 
by  the  biu*eau  December  12, 1979, 

Surface  Management  Regulations  (3802), 
and  the  history  of  court  decisions  giving 
the  Secretary  of  Interior  authority  to 
regulate  mineral  activities  on  the  public 
lands. 

The  recommendation  to  be  forwarded 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on  the 
withdrawal  options,  although  related  to 
the  WSA  issue,  is  not  protestable  at  the 
State  Director’s  level. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  ON  THE  WSA 
CONTACT:  Herbert  Hunt,  BLM  Richfield 
District  Office,  (801)  896-8221  or  Lewis 
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Kirkman,  BLM  Salt  Lake  District  Office 
(801)  524-5348. 

Gary  ).  Wicks.  • 

State  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  80-7135  Filed  3-13-80;  ft45  am] 

BILUNa  CODC  4310-S4-M 


Geological  Survey 

Delegation  of  Authority 

The  following  material  is  a  portion  of 
the  Geological  Survey  Manual  listing  the 
redelegations  of  the  Director’s  authority 
found  in  Parts  250,  252,  and  290  of  Title 
30  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 
The  numbering  system  used  is  that  of 
the  manual  commencing  at  SM  220.2.4. 

Dated:  March  6, 1980. 

Doyle  G.  Frederick, 

Acting  Associate  Director. 

.4  Appeals  to  the  Director.  The 
Chief,  Conservation  Division,  is 
authorized  to  exercise  the  authority 
delegated  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  the  Director,  Geological 
Survey,  as  set  forth  in  30  CFR  section 
221.66  and  30  CFR  Part  290. 

.5  Authorities  under  regulations  in 
30  CFR  Part  250 — Oil  and  Gas  and 
Sulphur  Operations  in  the  Outer 
Continental  Shelf .  Except  as  provided 
below,  all  the  authorities  of  the  Director, 
Geological  Survey,  that  are  set  forth  in 
30  CFR  sections  250.1  through  250.96  are 
delegated  through  the  Chief, 
Conservation  Division;  the  Deputy 
Chief,  Conservation  Division-Offshore 
Minerals  Regulation:  and  the 
appropriate  Conservation  Manager,  to 
the  appropriate  Oil  and  Gas  Supervisor 
or  Deputy  Conservation  Manager.  Those 
authorities  which  are  delegated  herein 
to  the  Conservation  Manager  or  to  the 
Deputy  Chief,  Conservation  Division — 
Offshore  Minerals  Regulation  may  be 
further  redelegated  with  the  approval  of 
the  Chief,  Conservation  Division. 

A.  Authorities  under  the  regulations  in 
Section  250.3,  “Data  and  information  to 
be  made  available  to  the  public”: 

1.  The  authority  to  deny  anyone 
access  to  data  or  information  pursuant 
to  a  Freedom  of  Information  Act  (FOIA) 
request  shall  be  exercised  by  the 
Regional  Assistant  Director  having 
jurisdiction  over  the  area  to  which  the 
information  applies. 

2.  'The  authority  to  determine  that 
early  release  of  i^ormation  is  necessary 
for  the  proper  development  of  a  field  or 
area  shall  be  exercised  by  the 
Conservation  Manager  having 
jurisdiction  over  the  area  to  which  the 
information  applies. 

3.  The  authority  to  determine  that 
early  release  of  i^ormation  is  necessary 
for  implementation  of  the  provisions  of 


Section  250.34,  “Exploration, 
development,  and  production  plans," 
shall  be  exercised  by  the  Conservation 
Manager  having  jurisdiction  over  the 
area. 

B.  Authorities  under  the  regulations  in 
Section  250.4,  “Privileged  and 
proprietary  data  and  information  to  be 
available  to  affected  States": 

1.  The  authority  to  provide  the 
Governor  of  a  State  information  at  the 
time  nominations  are  solicited  for  the 
leasing  of  lands  within  3  geographic 
miles  of  the  seaward  boundary  of  a 
coastal  State  shall  be  exercised  by  the 
Conservation  Manager  having 
jurisdiction  ovpr  the  area. 

2.  The  authority  to  consult  with  the 
Governor  of  a  State  after  receipt  of 
nominations  for  any  area  of  the  OCS 
within  3  geographic  miles  of  the 
seaward  boundary  of  a  coastal  State  to 
determine  whether  any  tracts  being 
considered  for  leasing  may  contain  one 
or  more  oil  or  gas  reservoirs  underlying 
both  the  OCS  and  lands  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  State  shall  be 
exercised  by  the  Conservation  Manager 
having  jmisdiction  over  the  area. 

C.  Authorities  imder  the  regulations  in 
Sections  250.10,  “Jurisdiction,”  and 
250.11,  “Functions”: 

1.  The  authority  to  issue  or  amend  an 
OCS  Order  to  implement  the 
requirements  of  Ae  regulations  shall  be 
exercised  by  the  Supervisor  or  Deputy 
Conservation  Manager  only  after  the 
OSC  Order  or  amendment  to  an  OCS 
Order  has  been  approved  by  the  Deputy 
Chief,  Conservation  Division — Offshore 
Minerals  Regulation. 

2.  The  authority  to  consult  with  and 
receive  comments  from  lessees, 
operators,  and  other  interested  parties 
prior  to  the  issuance  of  an  OCS  Order 
shall  be  exercised  by  the  Deputy  Chief, 
Conservation  Division — Offshore 
Minerals  Relation. 

3.  The  authority  to  determine  the 
economic  feasibility  of  using  available 
technology  in  order  to  identify  the  best 
available  and  safest  technologies  shall 
be  exercised  by  the  Deputy  Chief, 
Conservation  Division — Offshore 
Minerals  Relation. 

4.  The  authority  to  determine  that  the 
incremental  beneffts  are  clearly 
insufficient  to  justify  the  incremental 
cost  of  utilizing  a  technology  shall  be 
exercised  by  the  Deputy  Chief. 
Conservation  Division — Offshore 
Minerals  Relation. 

5.  The  authority  to  request  that  a 
lessee  furnish  food,  quarters,  and/or 
transportation  for  Federal 
representatives  to  inspect  its  facilities 
shall  be  exercised  by  the  Conservation 
Manager  having  jurisdiction  over  the 
area  in  which  the  facility  is  located. 


6.  The  authority  to  identify  a  State  as 
an  affected  State  as  defined  in  section 
250.2  shall  be  exercised  by  the 
Conservation  Manager  having 
jurisdiction  over  the  area  in  which  the 
proposed  activity  is  to  occur. 

D.  Authorities  imder  the  regulations  in 
Section  250.12,  “Suspension  of 
operations  and  lease  cancellation": 

1.  The  authority  to  suspend  or 
temporarily  prohibit  production  or  any 
other  operations  or  activities  in  the 
interest  of  national  security  or  defense 
shall  be  exercised  by  the  Chief, 
Conservation  Division. 

2.  The  authority  to  determine  that  a 
lessee’s  request  for  a  suspension  or 
temporary  prohibition  of  production  or 
any  other  operation  or  activity  pursuant 
to  a  lease  is  in  the  national  interest  and 
(i)  will  facilitate  proper  development  of 
a  lease,  (ii)  will  allow  for  construction  of 
or  for  negotiation  for  the  use  of 
transportation  facilities,  or  (iii)  will 
facilitate  the  installation  of  equipment 
shall  be  exercised  by  the  Conservation 
Manager  having  jurisdiction  over  the 
leased  area. 

3.  The  authority  to  terminate  a 
suspension  or  temporary  prohibition 
issued  in  the  interest  of  national  security 
or  defense  shall  be  exercised  by  the 
Chief,  Conservation  Division. 

4.  The  authority  to  terminate  a 
suspension  or  temporary  prohibition 
granted  by  a  Conservation  Manager  in 
response  to  a  lessee’s  request  for  a 
suspension  shall  be  exercised  by  the 
Conservation  Manager  having 
jurisdiction  over  the  leased  area. 

5.  The  authority  to  direct  that  site- 
specific  studies  be  conducted  to  identify 
and  evaluate  (i)  the  cause(s]  of  the 
hazard(s)  generating  a  suspension  or 
temporary  prohibition,  (ii)  the  measures 
available  for  mitigating  the  hazard(s), 
and  (iii)  to  approve  or  prescribe  the 
scope  of  the  study(ies)  to  be  conducted 
shall  be  exercised  by  the  Conservation 
Manager  having  jurisdiction  over  the 
area  where  the  lease  is  located. 

6.  ’The  authority  to  arrange  for  the 
costs  of  studies  to  be  borne  by  a  party 
other  than  the  lessee  shall  be  exercised 
by  the  Chief,  Conservation  Division. 

7.  The  submission  of  reports  to  the 
Secretary  on  the  results  of  studies 
required  under  section  250.12  will  be 
accomplished  through  normal  channels 
of  communication,  i.e.,  over  the 
Director’s  simature. 

8.  'The  aumority  to  evaluate  a  lessee’s 
entitlement  to  compensation  in 
accordance  with  subsection  250.12(g) 
shall  be  exercised  by  the  Chief, 
Conservation  Division. 

E.  Authorities  under  the  regulations  in 
Section  250.16,  “Well  potentials  and 
permissible  flow,"  to  determine  that  a 
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variance  from  production  rates 
consistent  with  regulations  promulgated 
by  the  Secretary  of  Energy  is  necessary 
(should  the  Secretary  of  Energy 
promulgate  such  regulations)  and  to 
grant  such  a  variance  shall  be  exercised 
by  the  Conservation  Manager  having 
jurisdiction  over  the  area  where  the 
production  is  located. 

F.  The  authority  under  Section  250.19, 
“Access  to  platforms,"  to  determine 
reimbursable  costs  due  a  lessee  shall  be 
exercised  by  the  Conservation  Manager 
having  jurisdiction  over  the  area  in 
which  the  platform  is  located. 

G.  Authorities  under  the  regulations  in 
Section  250.21,  “Reduction  of  royalty  or 
net  profit  share,”  to  reduce  or  eliminate 
the  royalty  and/or  net  profit  share  due 
the  United  States  on  minerals  produced 
from  an  OCS  leasehold,  or  any  portion 
thereof,  shall  be  exercised  by  the 
Conservation  Manager  having 
jiu'isdiction  over  the  area  where  the 
leasehold  is  located. 

H.  Authorities  under  the  regulations  in 
30  CFR  Section  250.34,  “Exploration, 
development,  and  production  plans”: 

I.  The  authority  to  prescribe  the 
manner  and  form  for  the  general 
statement  of  exploration  intentions 
which  may  be  submitted  pursuant  to  30 
CFR  250.34-l(a)(3)  in  lieu  of  an 
exploration  plan  shall  be  exercised  by 
the  Deputy  Chief,  Conservation 
Division— Offshore  Minerals  Regulation. 

2.  The  authority  under  30  CFR  250.34- 
1(a)(4)  to  require  that  an  exploration 
plan  be  accompanied  by  a  general 
statement  of  development  and 
production  intentions  shall  be  exercised 
by  the  Conservation  Manager  having 
jurisdiction’ over  the  area  where  the 
leasehold  is  located. 

3.  The  authority  to  prescribe  the 
manner  and  form  for  the  general 
statement  of  development  and 
production  intentions  to  be  submitted 
pursuant  to  30  CFR  250.34-1 (a)  (4)  shall 
be  exercised  by  the  Deputy  Chief, 
Conservation  Division — Offshore 
Minerals  Regulation. 

4.  The  authority  under  30  CFR  250.34- 
l(j)(l)  to  issue  a  demand  that  a  lessee 
submit  an  exploration  plan  shall  be 
exercised  by  the  Conservation  Manager 
having  jurisdiction  over  the  area  where 
the  leasehold  is  located. 

5.  'The  authority  under  30  CFR  250.34- 
2(a)(2)  to  limit  the  information  that  will 
be  required  to  be  included  in  a 
development  and  production  plan  for  a 
lease  in  the  Western  Gulf  of  Mexico 
shall  be  exercised  by  the  Conservation 
Manager,  Gulf  of  Mexico  Region. 

6.  T^e  authority  under  30  CFR  250.34- 
2(a)(4)  to  require  the  submission  of  a 
preliminary  description  of  a  lessee’s 
plans  for  development  and  production 


from  a  lease  on  which  oil  or  gas  or  both 
have  been  discovered  in  paying 
quantities  shall  be  exercised  by  the 
Conservation  Manager  having 
jurisdiction  over  the  area  in  which  the 
leasehold  is  located. 

7.  The  authority  under  30  CFR  250.34- 
2(b)(1)  to  publish  a  notice  of  receipt  of  a 
plan  of  development  and  production 
shall  be  exercised  by  the  Conservation 
Manager  having  jurisdiction  over  the 
area  in  which  the  leashold  is  located. 

8.  The  authority  under  30  CFR  250.34- 
2(e)(1)  and  250.34-4(c)  to  determine  that 
the  impacts  of  activities  described  in  a 
plan  or  a  revision  of  a  plan  constitute  a 
major  Federal  action  significantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  shall  be  exercised  by  the 
Director. 

9.  The  authority  under  30  CFR  250.34- 
2(e)(2)  to  require  the  submission  of 
development  and  production  plans  shall 
be  exercised  by  the  Conservation 
Manager  having  jurisdiction  over  the 
area  in  which  the  leashold  is  located. 

10.  The  authority  under  30  CFR 

250.34- 2(g)(2)(iii)(B)  to  determine  that 
operations  threaten  national  security  or 
national  defense  shall  be  exercised  by 
the  Chief,  Conservation  Division. 

11.  The  authority  under  30  CFR 

250.34- 2(g)(2)(iii)(C)  to  determine  the 
existence  of  specific  exceptional 
circumstances  shall  be  exercised  by  the 
Conservation  Manager  having 
jurisdiction  over  the  area  in  which  the 
exceptional  circumstances  exist. 

12.  The  authority  under  30  CFR 

250.34- 2(l)(l)  to  issue  a  demand  that  a 
lessee  submit  a  development  and 
production  plan  shall  be  exercised  by 
the  Conservation  Manager  having 
jurisdiction  over  the  area  in  which  the 
leasehold  is  located. 

13.  The  authority  under  30  CFR 

250.34- 3(a)(l)(iii)  to  limit  the  information 
that  will  be  required  to  be  included  in  an 
Environmental  Report  accompanying  an 
exploration  plan  for  a  lease  in  the 
western  Gulf  of  Mexico  shall  be 
exercised  by  the  Conservation  Manager 
for  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  Region. 

14.  'The  authority  under  30  CFR 

250.34- 3(b)(l)(iv)  to  limit  the  information 
that  will  be  required  to  be  included  in  an 
Environmenal  Report  accompanying  a 
development  and  production  plan  for  a 
lease  in  the  western  Gulf  of  Mexico 
shall  be  exercised  by  the  Conservation 
Manager  for  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  Region. 

15.  The  authority  under  30  CFR 

250.34- 4(a)  to  declare  that  the  activities 
described  in  a  plan  do  not  constitute  a 
major  Federal  action  significantly 
affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  is  delegated  to  the 
Conservation  Manager. 


16.  The  authority  under  30  CFR 

250.34- 4(d)  to  declare  the  approval  of  a 
development  and  production  plan  to  be 
a  major  Federal  action  pursuant  to 
subsection  25(e)  of  the  Act  shall  be 
exercised  by  the  Director. 

17.  The  authority  under  30  CFR 

250.34- 4(e)  to  determine  whether  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  will 
cover  the  activities  described  in  a  single 
plan  or  a  number  of  plans  shall  be 
exercised  by  the  Director. 

I.  Authorities  under  the  regulations  in 
Section  250.50,  “Unitization,”  shall  be 
exercised  by  the  Deputy  Chief. 
Conservation  Division-Offshore 
Minerals  Regulation. 

J.  Authorities  under  the  regulations  in 
Section  250.51,  “Pooling  or  drilling 
agreements,”  shall  be  exercised  by  the 
Deputy  Chief,  Conservation  Division — 
Offshore  Minerals  Regulation. 

K.  Authorities  imder  the  regulations  in 
Section  250.52,  “Pooling  or  drilling 
agreements,”  shall  be  exercised  by  the 
Deputy  Chief,  Conservation  Division — 
Offshore  Minerals  Regulation. 

L  Authorities  under  the  regulations  in 
Section  250.53,  “Subsurface  storage  of 
oil  or  gas,”  shall  be  exercised  by  the 
Deputy  Chief,  Conservation  Division — 
Offshore  Minerals  Regulation. 

M.  Authority  under  the  regulations  in 
Section  250.67,  “Royalty  on  processed 
gas  and  constituent  products,”  to  • 
determine  that  it  is  in  the  national 
interest  to  grant  a  cost  of  extraction 
allowance  which  exceeds  two-thirds  of 
the  value  of  the  extracted  substances 
shall  be  exercised  by  the  Deputy  Chief, 
Conservation  Division — Offshore 
Minerals  Regulation. 

N.  Authority  under  the  regulations  in 
Section  250.70,  “Reports  and 
investigation  of  apparent  violations,”  to 
receive  reports  of  apparent  violations 
shall  be  exercised  by  the  Conservation 
Manager  having  jurisdiction  over  the 
area  in  which  the  reported  violation  is 
alleged  to  have  occurred. 

O.  Authority  under  the  regulations  in 
Section  250.71,  “Reports  on 
investigations”; 

1.  To  act  in  the  capacity  of  the 
Director’s  designee  shall  be  exercised 
by  the  Conservation  Manager  having 
jurisdiction  over  the  area  in  which  the 
apparent  violation  under  investigation  is 
alleged  to  have  occurred. 

2.  To  act  in  the  capacity  of  Reviewing 
Officer  shall  be  exercised  by  the  Chief. 
Branch  of  Rules  and  Procedures  of  the 
headquarters  staff  of  the  Conservation 
Division.  This  authority  may  be 
delegated  to  a  senior  staff  officer  of  the 
Conservation  Division  other  than  a 
member  of  the  Offshore  Regulations  and 
Appeals  Section. 
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P.  Authority  under  the  regulations  in 
Section  250.72,  “Knowing  and  willful 
violations,"  to  act  in  the  capacity  of  the 
Director’s  designee  shall  be  exercised 
by  the  Conservation  Manager  having 
jurisdiction  over  the  area  in  which  the 
alleged  violation  is  reported  to  have 
occurred.  Provided,  however,  the 
Conservation  Manager’s  referral  of  a 
case  shall  be  through  normal  channels 
to  the  Office  of  the  Solicitor  for  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  for  review 
and  forwarding  to  the  Department  of 
Justice. 

Q.  Authority  under  the  regulations  in 
Section  250.80,  “Remedies  and 
penalties”: 

1.  To  assess  a  monetary  penalty  and, 
when  requested,  to  conduct  a  hearing  in 
connection  with  that  action  shall  be 
exercised  by  the  Chief,  Branch  of  Rules 
and  Procedures  of  the  headquarters  of 
the  Conservation  Division.  ’This 
authority  may  be  delegated  to  a  senior 
staff  officer  of  the  Conservation  Division 
other  than  a  member  of  the  Offshore 
Regulations  and  Appeals  Section. 

2.  To  act  in  the  capacity  of  the 
Director’s  designee  shall  be  exercised 
by  the  Conservation  Manager  having 
jurisdiction  over  the  area  in  which  the 
alleged  violation  is  reported  to  have 
occurred.  As  indicated  under  “P"  above, 
the  referral  of  a  case  to  the  Department 
of  Justice  for  the  initiation  of  an 
enforcement  action  requires  the  prior 
concurrence  of  the  Office  of  the  Solicitor 
for  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  The 
authority  to  act  in  the  capacity  as  the 
Director’s  designee  with  respect  to  the 
transfer  of  a  case  to  another  Reviewing 
Officer  shall  be  exercised  by  the  Deputy 
Chief,  Conservation  Division — Onshore 
Minerals  Regulation. 

3.  To  act  in  the  capacity  of  Reviewing 
Officer  and  to  delegate  the  authority  to 
act  as  a  Reviewing  Officer  shall  be 
exercised  by  the  Chief,  Branch  of  Rules 
and  Procedures  of  the  headquarters  staff 
of  the  Conservation  Division. 

4.  To  approve  the  manner  and  format 
in  which  subpoenas  will  be  issued  shall 
be  exercised  by  the  Chief,  Conservation 
Division. 

5.  To  act  on  appeals  from  decisions  of 
Reviewing  Officers  shall  be  exercised 
by  the  Chief.  Conservation  Division. 

6.  To  act  on  a  petition  to  reopen  a 
case  when  an  appeal  has  been 
submitted  to  the  Director  shall  be 
exercised  by  the  Chief,  Conservation 
Division. 

Authorities  under  regulations  in  30 
CFR  Part  251 — Geological  and 
Geophysical  Exploration  on  the  Outer 
Continental  Shelf. 

(Specific  delegations  will  be  developed  later] 


Authorities  under  regulations  in  30 
CFR  Part  252 — Outer  Continental  Shelf 
(OCSJ  Oil  and  Gas  Information  Program. 
Except  as  provided  below,  all  the 
authorities  of  the  Director,  Geological 
Survey,  that  are  set  forth  in  30  CFR  Part 
252  are  delegated  through  the  Chief, 
Conservation  Division,  and  the  Deputy 
Chief,  Conservation  Division — Offshore 
Minerals  Regulation  to  the  appropriate 
Conservation  Manager.  ’The  authorities 
which  are  delegated  to  the  Conservation 
Manager  and  those  delegated  to  the 
Deputy  Chief,  Conservation  Division — 
Offshore  Minerals  Regulation  may  be 
further  redelegated  with  the  approval  of 
the  Chief,  Conservation  Division. 

A.  Authorities  under  the  regulations  in 
Section  252.4,  “Summary  report  to 
affected  States,”  shall  be  exercised  by 
the  Deputy  Chief,  Conservation 
Division— Offshore  Minerals  Regulation. 

B.  Authorities  under  the  regulations  in 
Section  252.5,  “Information  to  be  made 
available  to  affected  States,”  shall  be 
exercised  by  the  Deputy  Chief, 
Conservation  Division^— Offshore 
Minerals  Regudation. 

C.  Authority  under  the  regulations  in 
Section  252.6,  “Freedom  of  Information 
Act  requirements,”  to  deny  anyone 
access  to  data  or  information  pursuant 
to  a  Freedom  of  Information  Act  (FOLAJ 
request  shall  be  exercised  by  the 
Regional  Assistant  Director  having 
jurisdiction  over  the  area  to  which  the 
information  applies. 

D.  Authorities  under  the  regulations  in 
Section  252.7,  “Privileged  and 
proprietary  data  and  information  to  be 
made  available  to  affected  States”: 

1.  'The  authority  to  find  that  a  State 
cannot  or  will  not  comply  with  the 
conditions  described  in  an  agreement 
entered  into  pursuant  to  section 
252.7(a)(4]  shall  be  exercised  by  the 
Chief,  Conservation  Division. 

2.  'The  authority  to  find  that  a  State 
can  and  will  comply  with  the  conditions 
described  in  an  agreement  entered  into 
pursuant  to  section  252.7(a](4)  shall  be 
exercised  by  the  Chief,  Conservation 
Division. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7888  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 
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National  Park  Service 

Floodplain  Management  and  Wetland 
Protection  Guidelines 

agency:  National  Park  Service  (NPS), 
Department  of  the  Interior. 
action:  Proposed  Guidelines. 

summary:  This  notice  provides  for 
public  review  and  comment  guidelines 
the  NPS  proposes  to  use  in  implementing 
Executive  Order  (E.O.)  11988  on 


floodplain  management  and  E.O.  11990 
on  protection  of  wetlands. 

date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  April  14, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  All  comments  should  be  sent 
to  National  Park  Service,  Air  and  Water 
Resources  Division,  Department  of  the 
Interior.  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dr.  Raymond  Herrmann,  Air  and  Water 
Resources  Division  at  the  above 
address.  Telephone:  (202)  523-5152. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

September  11. 1978,  the  NPS  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  procedures  it 
proposed  to  use  in  implementing  the 
Executive  Orders.  They  followed  an 
optional  format  described  in  the 
Department  of  the  Interior’s  floodplain 
management  and^wetland  protection 
interim  guidelines  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  June  29, 1978. 
Comments  were  received  from  the  U.S. 
Water  Resources  Council,  the  Sierra 
Club,  and  one  private  individual.  'They 
suggested  many  modifications  to 
improve  readability  and  underscore 
Nre’  commitment  to  implement  the 
Orders  effectively.  Based  upon 
consideraton  of  the  comments,  the  NPS 
has  completely  rewritten  the  proposed 
guidelines. 

Because  of  major  reformatting,  the 
proposed  guidelines  are  again  being 
made  available  for  public  review  and 
comment.  'The  NPS  will  consider 
comments  it  receives  when  preparing 
final  guidelines.  These  proposed 
guidelines  are  responsive  to  the 
Department  of  the  Interior’s  final 
procedures  for  complying  with  the 
Orders  which  were  published  in  the  June 
20, 1979,  Federal  Register  and  are 
intended  to  agree  with  the  U.S.  Water 
Resources  Coimcil’s  Floodplain 
Management  Guidelines  for 
Implementing  E.O.  11988;  NPS-2, 
Planning  Process  Guideline,  and  the 
proposed  implementing  procedures  for 
NPS  compliance  with  the  final 
regulations  published  by  the  Coimcil  on 
Environmental  Quality  for  implementing 
procedural  provisions  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969.  The 
NPS  documents  should  be  referenced  for 
additional  information  on  the  NPS 
planning  and  environmental  compliance 
process.  Copies  may  be  obtained  by 
contacting  the  Chief,  Office  of  Park 
Planning  and  Environmental 
Compliance,  National  Park  Service, 
Washington,  D.C.  20240,  Telephone: 

(202)  343-2163. 
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National  Park  Service  Guidelines  for 
Compliance  With  Executive  Orders 
11988  on  Floodplain  Madagement  and 
11990  on  Protection  of  Wetlands 

1.  Purpose. 

These  guidelines  set  forth  policy  and 
procedures  to  be  used  in  implementing 
Executive  Order  (E.O.)  11988,  Floodplain 
Management,  and  E.0. 11990,  Protection 
of  Wetlands,  hereinafter  referred  to 
jointly  as  the  Orders. 

2.  Policy 

The  National  Park  Service  (NPS)  is 
mandated  to  plan  and  manage  units  of 
the  National  Park  System  so  as  to 
preserve  their  natural,  cultural  and 
scenic  resources  for  the  enjoyment  of 
present  and  future  generations.  Where 
floodplains  and  wetlands  are  major 
features  in  parks,  the  NPS  provides 
opportimities  for  their  interpretive, 
educational  and  recreational  use.  An 
objective  of  NPS  management  is  to 
make  floodplains  and  wetlands 
available  for  public  enjoyment  and  safe 
use  and,  at  the  same  time,  to  protect  and 
enhance  the  nabu'al  ecological 
productivity  and  diversity  of  these 
areas. 

It  is  the  policy  of  the  NPS  to  manage 
units  of  the  National  Park  System  where 
floodplains  and  wetlands  are  located  so 
as  to: 

A.  Exercise  leadership  and  take  action 
to  avoid,  to  the  extent  possible,  the  long- 
and-short-term  adverse  impacts 
associated  with  the  occupancy  and 
modification  of  wetlands  and 
floodplains; 

B.  Avoid  the  direct  or  indirect  support 
of  wetland  or  floodplain  development 
whenever  there  is  a  practicable 
alternative; 

C.  Reduce  the  risk  of  flood  loss  and 
minimize  the  impact  of  floods  on  hiunan 
health,  safety  and  welfare; 

D.  Restore  and  preserve  the  natural 
and  beneficial  values  served  by 
floodplains  and  wetlands; 

E.  Develop  an  integrated  process  to 
involve  the  public  in  the  floodplains 
management  decision-making  process; 
and 

F.  Incorporate  the  Unified  National 
Program  for  Floodplain  Management 
into  relevant  NPS  programs. 

Interrelationships  with  other  Guidelines 
and  Procedures 

A.  Department  of  the  Interior 
procedures  for  complying  with  the 
Orders  were  issued  as  Chapter  1  of  Part 
520  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
Manual.  They  apply  to  the  NPS  and 
became  effective  June  11, 1979. 

B.  The  U.S.  Water  Resources  Council 
(WRC)  Floodplain  Management 


Guidelines  for  Implementing  E.0. 11988, 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  WRC 
Guidelines,  are  the  basic  guidance  for 
interpreting  that  Order  and  conducting 
the  floodplain  management  planning 
and  decision-making  process.  The  NPS: 

(1)  Adopts  the  substantive 
requirements  of  E.0. 11988  as 
interpreted  and  explained  in  the 
Executive  Summary  of  the  WRC 
Guidelines; 

(2)  Follows  the  WRC  Guidelines 
except  where  it  is  superseded  by  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  Manual. 

(3)  Adheres  to  the  methods,  standards 
and  definitions  of  terms  as  set  forth  in 
the  WRC  Guidelines  for  determining 
risks  and  hazards  of  flood  loss; 
minimization  of  impacts  on  health, 
safety  and  welfare,  and  evaluation  of 
alternatives. 

C.  The  requirements  of  the  Orders 
supplement  those  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969 
(NEPA).  Environmental  dociunents  will 
be  prepared  for  NPS  proposed  actions 
involving  use  of  or  having  potential  for 
significant  impacts  upon  floodplains  or 
wetlands.  Actions  not  having  potential 
for  significant  impacts,  i.e.,  categorical 
exclusions,  will  not  be  subject  to  such 
documentation. 

D.  Unified  National  Program  for 
Floodplain  Management,  issued  by  the 
WRC  in  1976,  seeks  wise  planning  and 
management  of  the  Nation’s  floodplain 
to  reduce  flood  losses  and  sets  forth  a 
conceptual  framework  for  floodplain 
management.  The  NPS  objective  of 
managing  floodplains  for  protection  and 
enhancement  of  their  natural  ecological 
productivity  is  harmonious  with  the 
Unified  National  Program  for  Floodplain 
Management. 

E.  lliese  guidelines  have  been 
thoroughly  integrated  with  the  interim 
NPS  handbook  on  NPS  compliance  with 
the  final  regulations  published  by  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
(CEQ)  for  implementing  the  procedural 
provisions  of  NEPA.  They  also  are 
compatible  with  NPS-2,  Planning 
Process  Guideline. 

4.  Basic  Concepts 

A.  Floodplains  are  lowlands  and 
relatively  flat  areas  adjacent  to  inland 
and  coastal  waters  including  flood 
prone  areas  of  offshore  islands,  which  at 
a  minimum,  are  subject  to  one  percent  or 
greater  change  of  flooding  in  any  given 
year.  The  base  floodplain  shall  be  used 
to  designate  the  100-year  floodplain  (one 
percent  chance  floodplain),  and  the 
critical  action  floodplain  is  defined  as 
the  500-year  floodplain  (0.2  percent 
chance  floodplain). 

(1)  Flowing  water  floodplain 
environments  include:  a.  Areas 


bordering  perennial  streams  having 
flowing  water  year-round; 

b.  Areas  subject  to  flooding  by 
intermittent  streams  characterized  by 
seasonal  or  periodic  flow;  and 

c.  Areas  subject  to  flooding  by 
ephemeral  streams,  characterized  by 
sporadic  or  very  irregular  flow. 
(Ephermeral  stream  floodways  are 
commonly  referred  to  as  arroyos, 
coulees,  draws,  gulches,  gullies,  sags, 
sumps,  wadis,  and  washes.) 

B.  Flooding  is  a  general  and  temporary 
condition  of  partial  or  complete 
inundation  of  normally  dry  areas  from 
the  overflow  of  inland  and/or  tidal 
waters,  storm  surges,  gravity  waves,  or 
other  unusual  and  rapid  acciunulation  of 
runoff  or  siuface  water.  Flood 
probability  for  nonriverine  and  non¬ 
coastal  areas  will  be  determined  by 
qualified  specialists  and  will  be  used  in 
determining  whether  an  action  is 
located  in  a  flood  hazard  area. 

C.  Wetlands  are  “those  areas  that  are 
immdated  by  surface  or  ground  water 
with  a  frequency  sufficient  to  support, 
and  under  normal  circumstances  does  or 
would  support,  a  prevalence  of 
vegetative  or  aquatic  life  that  requires 
saturated  or  seasonally  saturated  soil 
conditions  for  growth  and 
reproduction.”  Wetlands  within  the 
National  Park  System  include  bogs;  fens; 
fi'esh  water,  brackish,  and  salt  marshes; 
mud  flats;  muskegs;  natural  ponds; 
potholes;  pozos;  river  overflows  (see 
also  floodplains);  seeps;  sloughs; 
swamps;  wet  meadows;  and  wet 
tundras;  and  their  associated  flora  and 
faxma. 

5.  Decision-Making  Process 

A.  Determine  if  a  Proposed  Action  is 
in  a  Base  Floodplain  or  Wetland. — 
Frequently,  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Maps 
or  Flood  Hazard  Base  Maps  are  not 
available  for  areas  administered  by  the 
NPS.  In  such  cases,  initial  contact  will 
be  with  the  District  Offices  of  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  (USGS)  and  the 
Corps  of  Engineers  (COE).  For  wetlands, 
the  responsible  field  office  of  the  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  will  be 
contacted  to  determine  if  suitably  scaled 
maps  of  wetlands  are  available. 
Wetlands  are  defined  on  the  basis  of 
both  hydrological  parameters  and 
characteristic  biota;  the  identification  of 
these  areas  will  be  based  on  surveys  by 
qualified  professionals.  For  unusual 
phenomena  such  as  cave  flooding,  flash 
flooding  and  giant  waves,  analysis  of 
potential  flood  hazard  will  be 
undertaken  by  the  best  technical 
authority  available. 

(1)  Inventory  Survey.  Floodplain  and 
wetlands  subject  to  or  potentially 
subject  to  public  use  and/or 
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development,  where  the  magnitude  of 
hazard  and  impact  of  human  activities  is 
likely  to  be  greatest,  will  be  inventoried. 
Identification  of  the  base  floodplain  will 
be  based  on  available  data  including 
uses,  HUD,  COE,  or  National  Wetland 
Inventory  maps  or  on  surveys  by 
qualified  professionals  selected  by  the 
NFS.  The  NFS  will  monitor  floodplains 
and  wetlands  to  acquire  an  adequate 
data  base  for  planning  and  management 
where  the  site  is  not  documented  by 
other  agencies. 

(2)  Critical  Actions.  Critical  actions 
are  those  for  which  even  a  slight  chance 
of  flooding  would  be  too  great.  Schools, 
hospitals  and  museums  are  examples  of 
critical  actions  that  must  not  be  located 
within  a  500-year  floodplain  because  of 
potential  loss  of  life  and  injury  or  loss  of 
essential  or  irreplaceable  records  and 
objects.  Alternate  sites  completely 
outside  of  the  500-year  floodplain  will 
be  used  for  all  critical  actions  or  the 
action  will  be  abandoned.  General 
management  plans  and  water  resource 
management  plans  will  identify 
structures  and  facilities  located  in  the 
500-year  floodplain  and  include  a 
timetable  for  their  removal. 

(3)  Water-Oriented  Actions.  Facilities 
such  as  bridges,  water  monitoring 
stations,  flood  control  facilities, 
drainage  ditches  and  interpretive  trails, 
and  comparable  developments,  or 
activities  may  occupy  space  within  a 
base  floodplain  or  wetland  if  they  are 
essential  for  achieving  the  management 
objectives  of  a  unit  of  the  National  Fark 
System.  These  actions  will  be 
undertaken  in  a  manner  so  as  to 
mitigate  adverse  direct  and  indirect 
effects  on  floodplains  or  wetlands, 
reduce  the  risk  of  flood  loss,  minimize 
the  impact  of  floods  on  the  safety  of 
park  visitors,  and  perpetuate  and, 
whenever  possible,  restore  the  natural 
and  beneficial  values  of  floodplains  and 
wetlands.  Actions  likely  to  require  the 
use  of  floodplains  and  wetlands  will  be 
developed  through  a  publicly  reviewable 
analysis  of  alternatives  and  a  showing 
that  there  is  no  practicable  alternative 
to  the  use  of  these  lands.  This 
documentation  will  be  incorporated  into 
environmental  assessments, 
environmental  reviews,  and,  when 
required,  environmental  impact 
statements  prepared  in  fulfillment  of  the 
requirements  of  NEFA  as  well  as  NEFA 
regulations  by  the  CEQ  and 
implementing  procedures  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

(4)  Inventory  and  Protection  of 
Cultural  Resources.  The  NFS  protects, 
preserves  and  interprets  archeological 
and  historic  sites,  structures  and 
objects.  The  cultimal  resources  are  listed 


or  are  eligible  for  listing  on  the  National 
Register  of  Historic  Flaces.  They  are 
managed  in  accordance  with  legislation 
establishing  the  NFS  and  specific  units 
of  the  National  Fark  System,  NFS 
management  policies,  and  guidelines 
and  specifle  park  general  management 
plans.  Cultural  resources  located  in 
floodplains  general  will  be  managed  to 
assure  their  onsite  preservation.  This 
might  require  no  action,  minimal  action 
or  drastic  action  including  the 
construction  of  dikes  or  levees.  When 
the  cultural  site  or  structure’s 
significance  does  not  merit  action 
sufficient  to  insure  its  preservation  from 
flood  waters  or  where  preservation  of 
these  resources  would  be  incompatible 
with  the  purpose  or  management 
objectives  of  the  area,  an  appropriate 
level  of  study  and  recordation  of  the 
affected  resources  will  be  undertaken, 

(5)  Flash  Flooding.  In  arid  areas  of  the 
southwest  and  in  other  areas  where 
flash  flooding  threatens  loss  of  life  and 
property,  particular  attention  will  be 
given  to  assuring  that  campgrounds, 
visitor  centers  and  other  similar 
facilities  and  stuctures  are  not  located  in 
areas  subject  to  flash  flooding.  If  studies 
reveal  or  it  otherwise  becomes  apparent 
that  certain  existing  structiu'es  in  a  park 
are  subject  to  flash  flooding  and 
therefore  their  occupancy  is  hazardous 
to  life  and  safety,  the  NF^  will  vacate 
and  remove  them.  Action  to  vacate  the 
structures  may  be  taken  without 
compliance  with  the  environmental 
review  process  on  floodplain  decisions. 

(6)  Retention,  Removal,  Modification. 
General  management  plans  for  units  of 
the  National  Fark  System  will  inventory 
existing  developments,  facilities,  and 
programs  involving  the  use  of 
floodplains  and  wetlands,  and  will 
record  decisions  on  their  retention, 
removal,  or  modification.  The  water 
resource  management  plan  and/or 
natural  resources  management  plan  will 
specify  requirements  for  monitoring 
programs  and  other  actions  to  ensure 
protection  and  enhancement  of 
floodplain  and  wetland  values  to  the 
greatest  extent  possible.  These  plans 
will  provide  the  basis  for  demonstrating 
NFS  compliance  with  the  Orders. 
Noncritical  actions  for  which 
compliance  documentation  has  been 
prepared,  either  on  an  action  itself  or  in 
the  context  of  a  previous  enabling  plan 
will  be  listed  and  the  nature  of  the 
compliance  documentation  indicated. 

B.  Early  Public  Review. — (1)  The  NFS 
will  encourage  participation  by  the 
public  in  planning  and  decision-making 
involving  floodplain  and  wetland  areas. 
Opportunities  will  be  made  available  for 
public  participation  during  the 


environmental  assessment  process  and 
in  the  review  of  proposals  involving  the 
use  of  or  effects  on  floodplains  and 
wetlands.  Major  issues  relating  to 
floodplains,  flood  hazards,  and  wetlands 
will  be  addressed  through  the  NFS 
NEFA  compliance  process,  and  public 
involvement  will  be  in  accordance  with 
the  directives  in  the  NFS  NEFA 
Guidelines.  NEFA  and  decision 
documents  on  proposals  in  floodplains 
will  be  circulated  to  the  following 
agencies  and  bureaus: 

a.  Environmental  Frotection  Agency. 

b.  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency. 

c.  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

d.  Geological  Survey. 

e.  Water  and  Fower  Resources 
Service. 

f.  Corps  of  Engineers. 

g.  Soil  Conservation  Service. 

h.  U.S.  Weather  Bureau. 

(2)  An  environmental  assessment, 
delineating  the  consequences  of 
alternative  actions,  will  be  prepared 
whenever  one  or  more  alternatives 
involve  the  use  of  or  have  potential  for 
significant  impacts  uopn  floodplains  or 
wetlands.  A  public  review  period  of  60 
days  from  the  date  of  the  last  official 
public  notice  will  be  provided  for  review 
by  the  public  and  A-95  clearing  houses. 

(3)  Following  public  review  of  an 
environment  assessment,  an 
environmental  review  is  prepared  to 
record  the  responsible  official’s 
rationale  for  selecting  a  particular 
alternative  as  the  proposal,  and  his 
determination  as  to  whether  or  not  the 
proposal  will  have  significant  adverse 
environmental  impacts,  and,  therefore, 
require  preparation  of  an  enviommental 
impact  statement.  If  the  proposed  action 
involves  floodplain  or  wetland  areas, 
the  environmental  review  will 
incorporate  a  statement  of  findings 
which  documents  the  rationale  for  the 
determination  that  there  is  no 
parcticable  alternative  to  locating  in  or 
impacting  these  areas  and  which 
certifies  that  no  critical  actions  are 
involved.  For  more  information  on  the 
statement  of  findings,  see  Section  C 
(Identify  and  Evaluate  Fracticable 
Alternatives  to  Locating  in  the  Base 
Floodplain)  and  Section  F  (Findings  and 
Fublic  Explanation).  The  public  notice  of 
availability  of  an  environmental  review 
containing  a  statment  of  findings  will 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Also,  the  environmental  review  will 
be  sent  to  the  appropriate  A-95 
clearinghouse.  If  the  environmental 
assessment  and  environmental  review 
are  combined,  the  public  notice  will  be 
published  in  the  F^eral  Register  and  a 
minimum  public  review  period  of  60 
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days  provided  from  the  date  of  the 
notice. 

(4)  In  instances  where  from  the 
beginning  of  a  planning  effort,  all 
reasonable  alternatives  are  known  to 
cause  significant  environmental  impacts, 
the  first  NEPA  documentation  normally 
will  be  an  environmental  impact 
statement — an  environmental 
assessment  and  environmental  review 
are  not  prepared.  Public  review  of 
alternatives  then  will  be  focused  on  the 
draft  environmental  statement,  which 
will  contain  a  full  exposition  of 
floodplain  and  wetland  areas  used  or 
affected  by  each  alternative  including 
the  proposal,  any  hazards  associated 
with  public  use  of  these  areas,  and,  as  a 
part  of  the  summary,  a  statement  of 
findings.  The  draft  environmental 
statement  will  be  made  available  for 
public  review  by  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  for  a  period  of  60  days  from  the 
date  it  was  filed  with  the  Federal 
Environmental  Protection  Agency.  It 
also  will  be  sent  to  the  appropriate  A-95 
clearinghouse. 

C.  Identify  and  Evaluate  Practicable  . 
Alternatives  to  Locating  in  the  Base 
Floodplain  or  Wetland. — (1)  The 
environmental  assessment  provides 
documentation  of  the  consequences  of 
practicable  alternatives  identified 
during  the  early  stages  of  planning,  prior 
to  the  selection  of  one  of  the  alternatives 
as  the  proposed  action.  If  a  base 
floodplain  or  wetland  is  involved,  the 
environmental  assessment  will  contain: 

a.  A  discussion  of  the  “no  action” 

'  alternative:  and 

b.  A  discussion  of  any  alternatives  for 
carrying  out  desired  actions  outside  the 
floodplain  or  wetland  and  for  avoiding 
any  adverse  indirect  effects  on  these 
areas.  The  consequences  of  alternatives 
involving  sites  or  actions  outside  the 
base  floodplain  will  be  fully  assessed  to 
mitigate,  and.  if  possible,  eliminate  any 
adverse  uses  or  effects  upon  a 
floodplain  or  wetland.  If  an  alternative 
is  judged  to  have  no  direct  or  indirect 
impact  on  a  floodplain  or  wetland,  this 
determination  will  be  recorded  in  the 
environmental  analysis  for  the 
alternative. 

(2)  The  environmental  review,  when 
the  proposed  action  involves  base 
floodplain  or  wetland  areas,  will 
incorporate  a  statement  of  findings  not 
to  exceed  three  pages  documenting  the 
rationale  for  the  determination  that 
there  is  no  practicable  alternative  to 
locating  in  or  impacting  these  areas  and 
certifying  that  no  critical  actions  are 
involved. 

The  statement  of  findings  will  contain: 

a.  A  map  showing  the  location  of  the 
floodplain  or  wetland  and  the  site(s)  of 
the  proposed  action; 


b.  A  description  of  why  the  proposed 
action  must  be  located  in  a  floodplain  or 
wetland; 

c.  A  statement  indicating  conformity 
with  local  and/or  State  floodplain 
protection  standards; 

d.  A  list  of  alternatives  considered; 

e.  A  description  of  how  the  activity 
will  be  designed  or  modified  to  minimize 
harm  to  or  within  the  floodplain  or 
wetland; 

f.  A  statement  indicating  how  the 
proposed  action  would  affect  natural 
and  beneficial  floodplain  values; 

g.  A  certification  that  no  critical 
actions  are  involved;  and 

h.  The  signatmes  of  the  person 
recommending  approval  of  the 
statement,  the  Regional  Director  and  the 
concurring  official  in  the  Washington 
Office. 

D.  Identify  Impacts  of  the  Proposed 
Action. — If  the  proposed  action  involves 
locating  in  a  base  floodplain  or  wetland, 
an  environmental  assessment  normally 
will  have  been  prepared  during 
evaluation  of  alternatives.  The 
exception  is  when  an  environmental 
statement  is  prepared  as  the  initial 
environmental  document  because  it  is 
obvious  that  the  proposed  action  would 
cause  significant  impacts.  The 
assessment  must  discuss  the  direct  and 
indirect  effects  on  the  natural  and 
culbiral  values  of  the  floodplain  or 
wetland,  and  a  thorough  analysis  of  the 
social,  safety,  and  financial  risks  must 
be  included.  Discussions  must  include 
secondary  effects  as  well  as  primary 
impacts  of  the  action. 

In  a  case  where  the  proposed  action  is 
associated  with  an  existing  facility  or 
management  program,  a  discussion  must 
be  included  in  the  environmental 
assessment  on  the  effects  that  the 
proposed  action  would  in  concert  with 
the  existing  development  (i.e.,  determine 
whether  the  proposed  action  would  tend 
to  encourage  continued  use  and  future 
development  resulting  in  continued  risk 
of  life  and  property  and  forclosure  of 
opportunity  to  restore  floodplain  and/or 
wetland  values).  Alternation  of  the 
physical  characteristics  of  floodplains 
and  wetlands  often  has  subtle  and  far- 
reaching  effects  on  the  biological 
systems  dependent  upon  them, 
liierefore.  careful  consideration  must  be 
given  before  any  action  is  proposed 
within  a  floodplain  or  wetland  area.  In 
addition  to  the  natural  values  of  these 
areas,  the  risk  to  human  safety,  health 
and  financial  investment  must  be 
assessed  before  a  decision  is  made  on  a 
preferred  coiu^e  of  action. 

E.  Minimize.  Restore,  Preserve. — Each 
alternative  presented  in  the 
environmental  assessment  that  would 
be  located  in  or  could  impact  a 


floodplain  or  wetland  will  include  a 
discussion  of  any  measures  that  would 
be  taken  to  mitigate  adverse  impacts. 
The  discussion  will  cover  safety  or 
emergency  evacuation  provisions, 
structural  means  of  reducing  hazard, 
and  appropriate  measure  that  can  be 
taken  to  restore  values  lost  as  a  result  of 
previous  actions. 

Each  NFS  general  magagement  plan, 
natmal  resources  management  plan  or 
water  resource  management  plan  will 
identify  all  existing  and  proposed 
facilities  in  floodplain  and  wetland 
areas,  measures  to  be  taken  to  mitigate 
adverse  impacts  associated  with  these 
facilities,  the  proposed  scheduling  and 
costs  of  future  actions  involving  use  of 
or  adverse  effects  upon  these  resources, 
as  well  as  measme  proposed  to  mitigate 
any  adverse  effects. 

F.  Findings  and  Public  Explanation. — 
Where  evaluation  results  in  a  finding  by 
a  Regional  Director  that  there  is  no 
practicable  alternative  to  locating  in  or 
impacting  a  base  floodplain  or  wetland 
he  will  have  a  statement  of  findings 
prepared  for  transmittal  to  the 
Washington  Office.  The  statement  of 
findings  will  be  made  a  part  of  the 
environmental  review  or  the  draft 
environmental  statement  summary  if  the 
draft  environmental  statement  is  the 
first  NEPA  document  prepared. 

Upon  concurrence  of  the  Washington 
Office,  the  statement  of  findings  will  be 
incorporated  into  the  environmental 
review  or  draft  environmental  statement 
summary  for  issuance  of  notice 
informing  the  public  of  the  NPS 
proposed  action  and  for  transmittal  to 
the  appropriate  A-95  clearing  house. 

For  further  information  on  the 
statement  of  findings  refer  to  Section 

5. C.2  of  these  guidelines. 

6.  Responsibilities. 

A.  The  Director  is  responsible  for 
ensuring  NPS  compliance  with  the 
Orders  in  accordance  with  provisions  of 
Chapter  1  of  Part  520  of  the 
Departmental  Manual.  In  performing 
this  duty,  the  Director: 

(1)  Will  approve  NPS  policies, 
procedures,  guidelines,  or  directives  for 
complying  with  the  Orders: 

(2)  Will  approve  any  reports  to  the 
Department,  the  WRC,  or  the  CEQ 
concerning  compliance  with  the  Orders. 

B.  The  Deputy  Director,  Associate 
Directors,  and  Assistant  Directors  are 
responsible  for: 

(1)  General  supervision  of  the 
Divisions  and  Offices  under  their 
jurisdictions  to  ensure  compliance  with 
the  Orders  and  these  guidelines;  and 

(2)  Reviewing  and  concurring  with 
floodplain  and  wetland  procedures 
prepared  by  or  pertaining  to  their 
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Divisions  and  OfRces  prior  to 
forwarding  to  the  Director  for  approval. 

C.  The  Chief,  Office  of  Management 
Policy  is  responsible  for  coordinating, 
drafting  and  preparing  revisions  to  NFS 
Mangement  Policies  to  ensure 
compliance  with  the  Orders. 

D.  The  Chief,  Office  of  Park  Planning 
and  Environmental  Compliance  is 
responsible  for  ensuring  that  NPS 
guidelines  for  park  planning  and  NEPA 
compliance  satisfy  the  substantive  and 
procedural  requirements  of  the  Orders 
and  are  integrated  with  these  guidelines 
for  compliance  with  the  Orders. 

E.  The  Chief  Budget  Division  is 
responsible  for  ensuring  that  each 
request  for  new  authorization  or 
appropriation  for  a  planned  action  to  be 
located  in  a  floodplain  or  wetland  is 
accompanied  by  a  statement  indicating 
that  the  planned  action  complies  with 
the  Orders. 

F.  The  Chief,  Air  and  Water 
Resources  Division  is  responsible  for: 

(1)  Developing,  in  consultation  with 
the  Chief,  Office  of  Environmental 
Compliance,  NPS  guidelines  for 
implementing  the  Orders; 

(2)  Overseeing  field  office  acquisition 
and  analysis  of  hydrologic  data 
necessary  to  satisfy  NPS  NEPA 
compliance  procedures  for  floodplain 
and  wetland  areas;  and 

(3)  Concurring  with  statements  of 
findings  forwarded  to  the  Washington 
Office  by  Regional  Directors. 

G.  Regional  Directors  are  responsible 
for  ensuring  compliance  with  the  Orders 
and  these  guidelines.  In  performing  this 
duty,  they  shall; 

(1)  Conduct  planning  studies  involving 
floodplains  and  wetlands  in  accordance 
with  the  procedures  described  in  these 
guidelines; 

(2)  Determine  whether  proposed 
actions  under  their  jurisdictions  are 
located  in  wetlands  or  base  floodplains. 

(3)  Ensure,  through  consultation  with 
the  Denver  Service  Center,  that 
floodproofing  and  other  measures  of 
flood  protection  are  applied  to 
construction  of  new  or  to  major 
rehabilitation  of  existing  structures  or 
facilities  in  a  floodplain  where  there  are 
no  practicable  alternatives  to  a 
floodplain  location.  Wherever 
practicable,  all  structures  shall  be 
elevated  using  open  works  such  as 
columns,  walls,  piles  and  piers  rather 
than  fill; 

(4)  Identify  and  include  floodplain 
and/or  wetlands  restrictions  in  legal 
conveyance-for  granting  of  easements, 
leases,  and  rights-of-way  and  disposing 
of  land  to  either  non-Federal  public  or 
private  parties; 

(5)  Ensure  that  park  concessionaires 
conform  in  all  respects  to  the  Orders; 


(6)  Ensure  preparation  of  NEPA 
compliance  documents  when  the 
proposed  action  would  be  located  in  or 
would  affect  a  floodplain  or  wetland; 

(7)  Forward  to  the  Washington  Office 
environmental  reviews  containing 
statements  of  findings  when  proposed 
actions  would  be  located  in  or  would 
affect  a  floodplain  or  wetland; 

(8)  Sign  and  issue  public  notices 
informing  the  public  and  the  A-95 
clearing  houses  of  the  NPS  proposed 
action  in  or  affecting  a  floodplain  or 
wetland;  and 

(9)  Ensure  that  no  request  for  new 
authorization  or  appropriation  for  a 
planned  action  in  a  floodplain  (i.e.,  line 
item  or  lump  sum  construction  project) 
is  forwarded  to  the  Washington  Office 
imless  it  complies  with  the  Orders. 

H.  Park  Superintendents  are 
responsible  for  ensuring  that  each 
publicly-used  floodplain  is 
conspicuously  delineated  on  structures 
and  other  places  where  appropriate 
showing  the  100-year  flood  level,  the 
flood  of  record  where  data  are  available 
and  the  500-year  flood  level  if 
appropriate. 

Ira  J.  Hutchison, 

Acting  Director,  National  Park  Service. 

pil  Doc.  aO-4017  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BUXINQ  CODE  4310-70-M 


Buffalo  Point,  Pruitt,  and  Tyler  Bend 
Development  Concept  Plans,  Buffalo 
National  River,  Ark.;  Availability  of 
Proposal/Assessments 

Pursuant  to  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  the 
National  Park  Service  has  prepared 
Proposal/ Assessments  for  three 
devlopment  areas;  Buffalo  Point,  Pruitt, 
and  Tyler  Bend,  which  delineates 
preferred  plans  and  the  alternatives 
which  were  considered  for  the  design 
and  development  proposals  for  each 
area  at  Buffalo  National  River,  Searcy, 
Newton,  Baxter,  and  Marion  Coimties, 
Arkansas. 

The  Proposal/Assessments  outline 
design  and  development  proposals 
which  would  provide  for  the  repair  and 
maintenance  of  existing  facilities  to 
upgrade  operational  and  safety 
standards,  and  for  the  development  of 
new  facilities  and  utilities  for 
recreational  use  and  interpretation  of 
Park  resources  while  assuring  the 
preservation  and  management  of  the 
Park’s  aesthetic  values. 

Copies  of  the  Proposal/ Assessments 
are  available  at  the  following  locations: 

Southwest  Regional  Office,  National  Park 

Service,  1100  Old  Santa  Fe  Trail,  P.O.  Box 

728,  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico  87501. 


Buffalo  National  River,  P.O.  Box  1173, 
Harrison,  Arkansas  72601. 

Anyone  wishing  to  express  an  opinion 
on  the  Proposal/Assessments  should 
send  written  comments  to  the 
Superintendent  at  the  Buffalo  National 
River  address  on  or  before  April  28, 

1980. 

Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

E.  A.  Hassebrock, 

Acting  Regional  Director,  South  west  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8018  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 
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Cape  Cod  National  Seashore,  South 
Weilfleet,  Mass.;  Public  Meeting  and 
Availability  of  Supplement  to  the 
Assessment  of  Alternatives  for  An 
Eastham  Area  Development  Concept 
Plan 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
National  Park  Service  has  prepared  a 
Supplement  to  the  Assessment  of 
Alternatives  for  the  Development 
Concept  Plan  for  the  Eastham  area  of  ■ 
Cape  Cod  National  Seashore.  The 
original  assessment  was  available  for 
public  review  from  August  3  to 
November  17, 1978,  As  a  result  the 
Service  determined  the  need  for  further 
detailed  impact  analysis  and  alternative 
considerations  which  are  presented  in 
the  Supplement.  A  public  meeting  will 
be  held  at  7  p.m.  on  March  29  at  the  Salt 
Pond  Visitor  Center — ^Eastham, 
Massachusetts,  to  enable  the  public  to 
comment  on  the  Supplement. 

The  Supplement  will  be  available 
from  either  the  Associate  Regional 
Director  for  Planning  and  Resource 
Preservation,  North  Atlantic  Region,  15 
State  Street,  Boston,  Massachusetts 
02109  or  the  Superintendent,  Cape  Cod 
National  Seashore,  South  Weilfleet, 
Massachusetts  02663,  on  March  18. 

The  original  assessment  dealt  with  4 
alternatives  fi'om  which  a  modification 
of  the  fourth  was  identified  as  needing 
further  impact  analysis.  The  Supplement 
now  being  made  available  deals  with 
the  modified  fourth  alternative  and 
presents  three  others  (5,  6,  and  7)  each 
with  a  detailed  impact  analysis. 

Written  statements  regarding  the 
Supplement  to  the  Assessment  of 
Alternatives  are  invited  and  may  be 
submitted  at  the  public  meeting  or  may 
be  addressed  to  ^e  Cape  Cod  Planning 
Team — MA/NA,  National  Park 
Service — DSC,  755  Parfet  Street,  P.O. 

Box  25287,  Denver,  Colorado  80225.  To 
facilitate  commentaries  a  mail-in  form  is 
being  included  with  each  Supplement 
copy.  The  official  record  for  these 
written  comments  will  close  on  April  19, 
1980. 
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This  action  is  being  taken  pursuant  to 
the  statutory  provisions  of  Sec.  3,  of  the 
Act  of  August  25. 1916  (39  Stat.,  535,  as 
amended  16  U.S.C.  3)  and  Sec.  1.  Pub.  L 
87126,  75  Stat.  282  (16  U.S.C.  459b). 

Dated:  February  28, 1980. 

Richard  L  Stanton, 

Regional  Director,  North  Atlantic  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8015  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  No.  173] 

Assignment  of  Hearings 

March  7, 1980. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing, 
postponement,  cancellation  or  oral 
argument  appear  below  and  will  be 
published  only  once.  This  list  contains 
prospective  assignments  only  and  does 
not  include  cases  previously  assigned 
hearing  dates.  The  hearings  will  be  on 
the  issues  as  presently  reflected  in  the 
Official  Docket  of  the  Commission.  An 
attempt  will  be  made  to  publish  notices 
of  cancellation  of  hearings  as  promptly 
as  possible,  but  interested  parties 
should  take  appropriate  steps  to  insure 
that  they  are  notified  of  cancellation  or 
postponements  of  hearings  in  which 
they  are  interested. 

Ex  Parte  128,  Revenue  Need  Standards  in 
Motor  Carrier  General  Increase 
Proceedings,  now  being  assigned  for 
hearing  on  April  1, 1980  at  the  Offices  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in 
Washington,  DC. 

MC 142743  (Sub-13F],  Fast  Freight  Systems, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on  March  27, 
1980  at  Chicago,  IL,  is  postponed 
indefinitely. 

MC  144259  (Sub-5F),  Jennaro  lines,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  for  hearing  on  March  10, 1980  at 
San  Francisco,  CA.,  is  postponed 
indefinitely. 

MC  115703  (Sub-13F},  Kreitz  Motor  Express, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on  March  19, 
1980  at  Washington,  DC.,  is  postponed 
indefinitely. 

MC  144092  (Sub-IF),  Transportation 
Enterprises,  Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing 
on  March  18, 1980  at  Ft  Worth,  TX.,  is 
postponed  indefinitely. 

MC  116457  (Sub-43F],  General  Transportation 
Incorporated,  now  being  assigned  for 
hearing  on  June  2, 1980  (1  Week),  at 
Phoenix,  AZ.,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be 
designated  later. 

MC  119619  (Sub-134F},  Distributors  Service 
Co.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on  March  18, 
1980  is  postponed  to  March  24, 1980  (5 
Days),  Room  E-2222,  Federal  Building,  26 
Federal  Plaza,  New  York,  NY.,  and 
continued  to  April  22, 1980,  (4  Days),  at 
Philadelphia,  PA.,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be 
designated  later. 

MC  82063  (Sub-103F),  Klipsch  Hauling 
Company,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on 


April  14, 1980  at  Chicago,  IL,  is  postponed 
indefinitely. 

'  MC  127267  (Sub-2F),  American  Pacific 

Express,  Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on 
April  16, 1980  will  be  held  in  Room  510,  5th 
Floor,  211  Main  Street  San  Francisco,  CA. 
MC  85970  (Sub-20F),  Sartain  Truck  Line,  Inc., 
now  assigned  for  hearing  on  April  15, 1980 
at  St.  Louis,  MO.,  is  canceled  and 
Application  Dismissed. 

MC  67234  (Sub-20F),  United  Van  Lines,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  for  hearing  on  April  8, 
1980  (4  Days),  in  Room  5ia  5th  Floor,  211 
Main  Street,  San  Francisco,  CA. 

MC  30032  (Sub-6F),  Crane  Transportation 
Lines,  Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on 
March  31, 1980  at  Chicago,  IL,  is  postponed 
indefinitely. 

MC  36434,  Petition  for  Declaratory  Order  and 
Reconsideration  (Commuter  Fares- 
Consolidated  Rail  Corporation,  New  Jersey 
and  New  York),  No.  36474,  Benjamin  A. 
Gilman  -v-  Consolidated  Rail  Corporation 
of  Metropolitan  Transportation  Authority 
of  New  York,  now  assigned  for  continued 
hearing  on  April  9, 1980  (3  Days),  Building 
No.  1841,  Old  Courthouse,  Main  Street, 
Goshen,  NY. 

MC  55889  (Sub-52F),  AAA  Cooper 
Transportation,  transferred  to  Modified 
Procedure. 

MC  114211  (Sub-405F),  Warren  Transport, 

Inc.,  transferred  to  Modified  Procedure. 

MC  29904  (Sub-4F),  Suddath  Van  Lines,  Inc., 
now  assigned  for  hearing  on  June  2, 1980  at 
Jacksonville,  FL,  is  canceled  and 
Application  Dismissed. 

MC  124211  (Sub-336F),  Hilt  Truck  Line,  Inc., 
now  assigned  for  hearing  on  April  8, 1980 
at  Atlanta,  GA.,  is  canceled  and 
transferred  to  Modified  Procedure. 

MC  146065F,  Redding  Lumber  Transport,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  for  hearing  on  May  5, 
1980  (1  Week),  at  Sacramento,  CA.,  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  designated  later. 

MC  109564  (Sub-19F),  Lyons  Transportation 
Lines,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  for 
prehearing  conference  on  April  8, 1980,  at 
the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  in  Washington,  DC. 

MC  2202  (Sub-568F],  Roadway  Express,  Inc., 
No.  MC  29910  (Sub-No.  200F),  Arkansas- 
Best  Freight  System,  Inc.,  No.  MC  35320 
(Sub-157^,  T.IA4.E.-DC,  Inc.,  No.  MC  41432 
(Sub-155F),  East  Texas  Motor  Freight  Lines, 
Inc. 

MC  42487  (Sub-882F),  Consolidated 
Freightways  Corporation,  No.  MC  59680 
(Sui>220F),  Stricldand  Transporation 
Company,  Inc.,  No.  MC  107727  (Sub-29F), 
Alamo  Express,  Inc.,  No.  MC  110325  (Sub- 
88F),  Transcon  Lines,  No.  MC  112713  (Sub- 
227F),  Yellow  Freight  System,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  for  continued  hearing  on  March 
10, 1980  (3  Days),  at  the  Dunfey  Houston 
Hotel,  700  SW  Freeway  at  Sharpstown,  and 
continued  to  March  13, 1980  (7  Days),  at  the 
Sheraton  Inn-Mockingbird,  1893 
Mockingbird  Lane,  Dallas,  TX. 

MC  126551  (Sub-5F),  Philboro  Coach 
Corporation,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on 
April  16, 1980  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.  is 
postponed  indefinitely. 

MC  41406  (Sub-132F),  Artim  Transportation 
System,  Inc.,  is  transferred  to  Modified 
Procedure. 


MC  117993  (Sub-16F),  Fruitbelt  Trucking  Inc., 
now  assigned  for  hearing  on  March  10, 1980 
at  Buffalo,  NY.  is  canceled  and  transferred 
to  Modified  Procedure. 

MC  145441  (Sub-27F),  A.C.B.  Trucking,  Inc., 
now  assigned  for  hearing  on  April  9, 1980 
at  San  Francisco,  CA.  is  canceled  and 
Application  Dismissed. 

MC  108207  (Sub-503F),  Frozen  Food  Express, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  for  prehearing 
conference  on  April  9, 1980,  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in 
Washington,  DC. 

MC  C 10332,  Atlas  Transportation 
Company — Investigation  and  Revocation  of 
Certificate,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on 
March  25, 1980  is  postponed  indefinitely. 

MC  98964  (Sub-18F),  P.B.I.  Freight  Service, 
now  being  assigned  for  hearing  on  April  15, 
1980  (9  Days),  at  Kanab,  UT.  in  a  hearing 
room  to  be  designated  later. 

MC  145172  (Sub-lF),  Robert  L  Welbom  & 
Wanda  Sue  Welbom,  A  Co-Partnership,  D/ 
B/A  Orient  Express,  now  being  assigned 
for  heanng  on  May  1, 1980  (2  Days),  at 
Phoenix,  AZ.  in  a  hearing  room  to  be 
designated  later. 

MC  2253  (Sub-93F),  Carolina  Freight  Carriers 
Corporation,  now  being  assigned  for 
hearing  on  April  14, 1980  (1  Week),  at 
Chicago,  IL  in  a  hearing  room  to  be 
designated  later. 

MC  136155  (Sub-7F),  Gay  Trucking  Company, 
now  assigned  for  hearing  on  March  17, 1980 
at  Atlanta,  GA.  is  postponed  to  March  18, 
1980  (2  Days),  at  Atlanta,  GA  in  a  hearing 
room  to  be  designated  later. 

MC  144807  (Sub-lF),  Reidhead  Trucking,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  for  hearing  on  May  29, 
1980  (2  Days),  at  Phoenix,  AZ.  in  a  hearing 
room  to  be  designated  later. 

MC  22182  (Sub-34F),  Nu-Car  Carriers,  Inc., 
now  being  assigned  for  hearing  on  May  28, 
1980  (3  Days),  at  Detroit,  MI.  in  a  hearing 
room  to  be  designated  later. 

MC  124170  (Sub-115F),  Frostways,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  for  hearing  on  June  2, 1980  (1 
Week),  at  Detroit,  MI.  in  a  hearing  room  to 
be  designated  later. 

MC  37325,  Independent  Bakers  Association- 
v-Consolidated  Rail  Corporation,  Etal,  now 
assigned  for  hearing  on  March  10, 1980  at 
Washington,  DC.  is  postpQned  to  May  1, 
1980,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  in  Washington,  DC. 

MC  136285  (Sub-3M2F],  Southern  Intermodel 
Logistics,  Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on 
April  14, 1980  at  Atlanta,  GA.  is  postponed 
indefinitely. 

MC  113855  (Sub-481F).  International 
Transport,  Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing 
on  March  13, 1980  at  Washington,  DC.  is 
postponed  indefinitely. 

MC  121496  (Sub-18F),  Cango  Corporation, 
transferred  to  Modified  Procedure. 


Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 
Secretary. 

)FR  Doc.  80-7916  FUed  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 
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Agricultural  Cooperatives;  Notice  to 
the  Commission  of  intent  To  Perform 
Interstate  Transportation  for  Certain 
Nonmembers 

March  11, 1980. 

The  following  Notices  were  filed  in 
accordance  with  section  10526(a)(5)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  These 
rules  provide  that  agricultural 
cooperatives  intending  to  perform 
nonmember,  nonexempt,  interstate 
transportation  must  file  the  Notice,  Form 
BOP  102,  v.ith  the  Conunission  within  30 
days  of  its  annual  meetings  each  year. 
Any  subsequent  change  concerning 
officers,  directors,  and  location  of 
transportation  records  shall  require  the 
filing  of  a  supplemental  Notice  within  30 
days  of  such  change.  The  name  and 
address  of  the  agricultural  cooperative, 
the  location  of  the  records,  and  the 
name  and  address  of  the  person  to 
whom  inquiries  and  correspondence 
should  be  addressed,  are  published  here 
for  interested  persons.  Submission  of 
information  that  could  have  bearing 
upon  the  propriety  of  a  filing  should  be 
directed  to  the  Commission’s  Bureau  of 
Investigations  and  Enforcement, 
Washington,  D.C.  20423.  The  Notices  are 
in  a  central  file,  and  can  be  examined  at 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Interstate 
Conunerce  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C. 

(1)  Complete  Legal  Name  Of  Cooperative 
Association  Or  Federation  Of  Cooperative 
Associations:  Agape  Agricultural 
Association. 

Principal  Mailing  Address  (Street  No.,  City, 
State,  and  Zip  Code):  323  San  Francisco, 
Santa  Fe,  NM  87501. 

Where  Are  Records  Of  Your  Motor 
Transportation  Maintained  (Street  No., 

City,  State  and  Zip  Code):  2144  East  LaMar 
Road,  Phoenix,  AZ. 

Person  To  Whom  Inquiries  And 
Correspondence  Should  Be  Addressed 
(Name  and  Mailing  Address):  David 
Robinson,  PO  Box  33152,  Phoenix,  AZ 
85067. 

(2)  Complete  Legal  Name  Of  Cooperative 
Association  Or  Federation  Of  Cooperative 
Associations:  Appleland  Agricultural 
Transportation  Co-OP. 

Principal  Mailing  Address  (Street  No.,  City, 
State,  and  Zip  Code):  PO  Box  1713, 
Wenatchee,  WA  98801. 

Where  Are  Records  Of  Your  Motor 
Transportation  Maintained  (Street  No., 

City,  State  and  Zip  Code):  4450  4th  St.  SJS., 

E.  Wenatchee,  WA  98801. 

Person  To  Whom  Inquiries  And 
Correspondence  Should  Be  Addressed 
(Name  and  Mailing  Address):  Jerry  R. 

Martin,  PO  Box  1713,  Wenatchee,  WA 
98801. 

(3)  Complete  Legal  Name  Of  Cooperative 
Association  Or  Federation  Of  Cooperative 
Associations:  Carolina  Agricultural 
Distributors  Inc. 


Principal  Mailing  Address  (Street  No.,  City, 
State,  and  Zip  Code):  126  East  Water 
Street,  P.O.  Box  888,  Plymouth,  NC  27962. 

Where  Are  Records  Of  Your  Motor 
Transportation  Maintained  (Street  No., 
City,  State  and  Zip  Code):  Hwy.  64, 
Plymouth,  NC  27962. 

Person  To  Whom  Inquiries  And 
Correspondence  Should  Be  Addressed 
(Name  and  Mailing  Address):  Kenneth  M. 
Paul,  Hwy,  64,  Plymouth,  NC  27962. 

(4)  Complete  Legal  Name  Of  Cooperative 
Association  Or  Federation  Of  Cooperative 
Associations:  Fanners  Union  Central 
Exchange,  Inc.  (CENEX). 

Principal  Mailing  Address  (Street  No.,  City. 
State,  and  Zip  Code):  PO  Box  43089,  St. 
Paul,  MN  55164. 

Where  Are  Records  Of  Your  Motor 
Transportation  Maintained  (Street  No., 
City,  State  and  Zip  Code):  1185  N.  Concord 
St.,  So.  St.  Paul,  MN  55075. 

Person  To  Whom  Inquiries  And 
Correspondence  Should  Be  Addressed 
(Name  and  Mailing  Address):  Hugo  II  Oja, 
P.O.  Box  43089,  St.  Paul.  MN  55164. 

(5)  Complete  Legal  Name  Of  Cooperative  , 
Association  Or  Federation  Of  Cooperative 
Associations:  Piedmont  Carolina  Coop,  Inc. 

Principal  Mailing  Address  (Street  No.,  City, 
State,  and  Zip  Code):  Route  1,  Box  309B, 
Randleman,  NC  27317. 

Where  Are  Records  Of  Your  Motor 
Transportation  Maintained  (Street  No., 

City,  S' ate  and  Zip  Code):  Rt.  1,  Box  309B, 
Randleman,  NC  27317. 

Person  To  Whom  Inquiries  And 
Correspondence  Should  Be  Addressed 
(Name  and  Mailing  Address):  Steven 
Davis,  Rt.  1,  Box  309B,  Randleman,  NC 
27317. 

(6)  Complete  Legal  Name  Of  Cooperative 
Association  Or  Federation  Of  Cooperative 
Associations:  Santa  Fe  Growers 
Association. 

Principal  Mailing  Address  (Street  No.,  City, 
State,  and  Zip  Code):  323  San  Francisco, 
Santa  Fe,  NM  87501.  < 

Where  Are  Records  Of  Your  Motor 
Transportation  Maintained  (Street  No., 

City,  State  and  Zip  Code):  12215  East 
Chandler  Heights  Rd.,  Chandler,  AZ  85224. 

Person  To  Whom  Inquiries  And 
Correspondence  Should  Be  Addressed 
(Name  and  Mailing  Address):  David 
Robinson,  P.O.  Box  33152,  Phoenix,  AZ  k 
85067.  ’ 

Agatha  L  Metgenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  SO-7920  Filed  S-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  7035-01-M 


Long*and-Short-Haul  Applications  for 
Relief  (Formerly  Fourth  Section 
Applications) 

March  11, 1980 

These  applications  for  long-and-short* 
haul  relief  have  been  filed  with  the 
I.C.C. 

Protests  are  due  at  the  I.C.C.  by  March 
31, 1980. 

No.  43805,  Southwestern  Freight  Bureau, 
Agent’s  No.  B-53,  rates  on  motor  vehicles 


in  bi-level  and  tri-level  service,  from 
stations  in  Southern  Territory  to  Mesquite, 
TX,  published  in  Supplement  135  to  ICC 
SWFB  4920,  to  become  effective  April  IZ 
1980.  Grounds  for  relief — rate  relationship. 
No.  43806,  Southwestern  Freight  Bureau, 
Agent’s  No.  B-54,  rates  on  various 
commodities  (foodstuffs,  lumber,  asphalt, 
sand,  feed,  brick,  seed  roofing  materials, 
cast  iron  pipe  and  others),  within 
Southwestern  Territory;  and,  from,  to  and 
between  Southwestern  Territory  and 
stations  in  Eastern,  Southern  and  Western 
Territories.  Rates  to  be  published  in  its 
Tariffs  ICC  SWFB  2004-),  2005-J.  200&-K 
and  2007-H.  Grounds  for  relief — short-line 
distance  formula  and  grouping. 

By  the  Commission 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovitch, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7915  Filed  3-13-00;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  703S-01-M 


Petition  for  Modification, 

Interpretation  or  Reinstatement  of 
Motor  Carrier  Operating  Rights 
Authority 

The  following  petitions  seek 
modification  or  interpretation  of  existing 
motor  carrier  operating  rights  authority, 
or  reinstatement  of  terminated  motor 
carrier  operating  rights  authority. 

All  pleadings  and  documents  must 
clearly  specify  the  suffix  numbers  (e.g.. 
Ml  F,  M2  F)  where  the  docket  is  so 
identified  in  this  notice. 

The  following  petitions,  filed  on  or 
after  March  1, 1979,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s 
General  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
1100.247).  These  rules  provide,  among 
other  things,  that  a  petition  to  intervene 
either  w/fA  or  without  leave  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  with  a  copy  being 
furnished  the  applicant.  Protests  to  these 
applications  will  be  rejected. 

A  petition  for  intervention  without 
leave  must  comply  with  Rule  247(k) 
which  requires  petitioner  to  demonstrate 
that  if  (1)  holds  operating  authority 
permitting  performance  of  any  of  the 
service  which  the  applicant  seeks 
authority  to  perform,  (2)  has  the 
necessary  equipment  and  facilities  for 
performing  that  service,  and  (3)  has 
performed  service  within  the  scope  of 
the  application  either  (a)  for  those 
supporting  the  application,  or,  (b)  where 
the  service  is  not  limited  to  the  facilities 
of  particular  shippers,  from  and  to,  or 
between,  any  of  the  involved  points. 

Persons  unable  to  intervene  under 
Rule  247(k)  may  file  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  under  Rule  247(1).  In 
deciding  whether  to  grant  leave  to 
intervene,  the  Commission  considers, 
among  other  things,  whether  petitioner 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  52  /  Friday,  March  14,  1980  /  Notices 


16579 


has  (a)  solicited  the  traffic  or  business  of 
those  persons  supporting  the 
application,  or,  (b)  where  the  identity  of 
those  supporting  ffie  application  is  not 
included  in  the  published  application 
notice,  has  solicited  traffic  or  business 
identical  to  any  part  of  that  sought  by 
applicant  within  the  affected 
marketplace.  Another  factor  considered 
is  the  effects  of  any  decision  on 
petitioner’s  interests. 

Samples  of  petitions  and  the  text  and 
explanation  of  the  intervention  rules  can 
be  found  at  43  FR  50908,  as  modified  at 
43  FR  60277. 

Petitions  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  these  rules  may  be 
rejected.  Note  that  Rule  247(e),  where 
not  inconsistent  with  the  intervention 
rules,  still  applies.  Especially  refer  to 
Rule  247(e)  for  requirements  as  to 
supplying  a  copy  of  conflicting  authority, 
serving  the  petition  on  applicant’s 
representative,  and  oral  hearing 
requests. 

By  the  Commission. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

MC 142686  (MlF)  (notice  of  filing  of 
petition  to  modify  a  permit),  filed 
September  13, 1979.  Petitioner:  MID- 
'WESTERN  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  10506 
South  Shoemaker,  Santa  Fe  Springs,  CA 
90670.  Representative:  Joseph  Fazio,  P.O. 
Box  3763,  Santa  Fe  Springs,  CA  90670. 
Petitioner  holds  motor  contract  carrier 
authority  in  Permit  No.  MC  142686, 
issued  July  7, 1978,  authorizing 
transportation,  over  irregular  routes,  of 

(1)  general  commodities  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  foodstuffs  and 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives),  fiom  the 
facilities  of  Essex  International,  Inc.,  at 
Paducah,  KY,  and  at  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Michigan,  and  Ohio,  to  points 
in  Arizona,  California,  Colorado, 

Kansas,  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 

Oklahoma,  Oregon,  Texas,  Utah  and 
Washington;  and  (2)  returned  shipments 
of  the  above-described  commodities, 
used  reels  and  scrap  wire,  from  the 
destination  states  named  in  (1)  above,  to 
the  facilities  of  Essex  International,  Inc., 
located  at  the  points  named  in  (1)  above, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  in  (1)  and 

(2)  above  with  Essex  International,  Inc., 
at  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  'The  authority 
granted  expires  July  7, 1981.  By  the 
instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  add 
the  facility  of  Fiske  Brothers  Refining 
Company,  of  Toledo,  OH,  as  an  origin 
point  in  (1)  above,  and  as  a  destination 
point  in  (2)  above. 

(FR  Doc.  ao-ms  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILIJNQ  CODE  703S-01-M 


Financ*  Application 

The  following  applications  seek 
approval  to  consolidate,  purchase, 
merge,  lease  operating  rights  and 
properties,  or  acquire  control  through 
ownership  of  stock,  of  rail  carriers  or 
motor  carriers  pursuant  to  Section  11343 
(formerly  Section  5(2))  or  11349 
(formerly  Section  210a(b))  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests 
against  the  granting  of  the  requested 
authority  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  within  30  days  after  the 
date  of  this  Federal  Register  notice. 

Such  protest  shall  comply  with  Special 
Rules  240(c)  or  240(d)  of  the 
Commission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice 
(49  CFR  1100.240)  and  shall  include  a 
concise  statement  of  protestant’s 
interest  in  the  proceeding.  A  copy  of  the 
protest  shall  be  served  concurrently 
upon  applicant’s  representative,  or 
applicant,  if  no  representative  is  named. 

Each  applicant  states  that  approval  of 
its  application  will  not  significantly 
affect  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  nor  involve  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovkh, 

Secretary. 

MCF 13638,  filed  March  3, 1980. 
Petitioners:  SMITH’S  TRANSFER 
CORPORA’TION,  a  Virginia  corporation, 
P.O.  Box  1000,  Staunton,  VA  24401  and 
Garrison  Motor  Freight,  Inc.,  a  Arkansas 
corporation,  P.O.  Box  1278,  Harrison,  AR 
72601.  Representative:  David  G. 
Macdonald,  1000 16th  Street,  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20036.  To  authorize  the 
merger  of  operating  rights  and 
properties  of  Garrison  into  Smith’s 
Transfer  Corporation.  By  joint 
application  filed  June  20, 1978,  Garrison 
Motor  Freight,  Inc.  and  Rocket  Freight 
Lines  Company  sought  authority  under 
49  U.S.C.  §  11344  for  Garrison  to 
purchase  a  portion  of  Rocket’s  operating 
authority.  By  application  filed 
September  11, 1979,  Smith’s  Transfer 
Corporation  sought  authority  under  49 
U.S.C.  §  11343  to  acquire  control  of 
Garrison  through  the  purchase  of 
Garrison’s  issued  and  outstanding 
capital  stock.  Smith’s  Transfer 
Corporation  initiated  temporary 
management  of  Garrison  on  October  1, 
1979.  Joint  petition  filed  September  11, 
1979,  Smith’s  Transfer  Corporation, 
Garrison  Motor  Freight,  Inc.  and  Rocket 
Freight  Lines  Company  requested  that 
that  proceeding  in  No.  MC-F-13638  be 
reopened  for  the  purpose  of  substituting 
Smith’s  Transfer  Corporation  as  the 
controlling  party  in  lieu  of  Garrison  and 
that  the  proceedings  be  consolidated 
with  proceeding  in  No.  MC-F-14155  F 


for  disposition,  'the  petition  was  granted 
by  order  served  October  3, 1979.  Both 
application  were  unopposed.  By 
decision  of  the  Commission  served 
December  31, 1979,  the  captioned 
transactions  were  approved  and 
authorized.  Consummation  has  been 
delayed,  however,  and  meanwhile,  ARA 
Services,  Inc.  acquired  all  of  the  capital 
stock  of  Smith’s  'Transfer  Corporation  on 
January  28, 1980,  filed  its  petition  for 
leave  to  be  substituted  for  R.  R.  Smith  as 
the  controlling  party  in  the  Garrison/ 
Rocket  acquisition  proceeding,  and  for 
approval  of  those  applications  as  so 
amended.  Upon  approval  of  that 
petition.  Garrison  will  consummate  the 
purchase  of  the  Ricket  rights  and 
Smith’s  Transfer  Corporation  will 
consummate  its  purchase  of  the  capital 
stock  of  Garrison.  Smith’s  Transfer 
Corporation  now  desires,  in  addition,  to 
merge  Garrison  into  STC.  Authority  is 
here  sought  for  modification  in  the  order 
of  December  27, 1979,  so  as  to  authorize 
that  merger.  Operating  rights  sought  to 
be  merged  into  Smith’s  are  (a)  those 
issued  to  Garrison  Motor  Freight,  Inc.,  in 
MC  109324  (Subs- 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 

18,  20,  21,  22,  23,  24,  25,  26,  28,  29,  30, 
30M1F,  31,  32,  33,  34,  36,  38F,  39TA), 
ETAS-R4,  R5,  R6,  R7  and  R8:  and  41TA, 
42TA,  44'rA,  45TA,  and  46TA  which  are 
pending,  authorizing  transportation  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities  with  exceptions, 
over  described  regular  routes,  serving 
named  intermediate  and  off-route 
points,  subject  to  certain  restrictions, 
generally  (1)  between  the  following  AR 
points:  Clinton  and  Heber  Springs; 
Berryville  and  Harrison;  Midway  and 
Gassville;  Ozark  and  Mountain  Home; 
Little  Rock  and  Moimtain  Home;  Flippin 
and  Mountain  Home;  Harrison  and 
Jasper;  Berryville  and  Gateway; 

Mountain  Home  and  Henderson;  Fort 
Smith  and  Booneville;  Ola  and  Rover, 
Rover  and  Danville;  Booneville;  Ola  and 
Rover;  Rover  and  Danville;  Booneville 
and  State  Sanitorium;  Danville  and 
Little  Rock;  Morrilton  and  Little  Rock, 
Conway  and  Shirley,  Fort  Smith  and 
'Harrison,  Vilonia  and  Van  Buren;  and 
(2)  between  Berryville,  AR,  and 
Springfield,  MO;  between  Little  Rock, 

AR  and  Springfield,  MO;  between 
Mountain  Home,  AR,  and  Memphis,  'TN; 
between  Norfolk,  AR,  and  Memphis,  TN; 
between  Springfield,  MO,  and  Kansas 
City,  KS;  between  Springfield,  MO,  and 
East  St.  Louis,  IL;  between  Mountain 
Home,  AR,  and  highway  junction  at 
Rolla,  MO;  between  Memphis,  TN,  and 
Conway,  AR;  between  Conway,  AR,  and 
East  St.  Louis,  IL;  between  Council 
Grove,  KS,  and  Kansas  City,  MO; 
between  Nevado,  MO,  and  Kansas  City, 
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KS;  between  Kansas  City,  KS.  and 
Joplin,  MO;  between  Joplin,  MO,  and 
Springfield,  MO;  between  Memphis,  TN, 
and  Clinton,  AR;  between  Memphis,  TN, 
and  Little  Rock,  AR;  between  Memphis, 
TN,  and  Fort  Worth,  TX;  between 
Bonneville,  AR,  and  Fort  Worth,  TX,  and 
between  Harrison,  AR,  and  Fort  Worth, 
TX;  and  (3)  transportation  over  irregular 
routes,  of  general  commodities,  with 
exceptions,  and  of  certain  specified 
commodities  finm  and  to  designated 
points  in  KS,  IL,  LA,  MO,  OK,  TX,  TN, 
AL,  and  MO;  and  (b)  those  operating 
rights  issues  to  The  Rocket  Freight  Lines 
Company  in  Docket  No.  MC-08742 
(Subs- 12, 13,  and  15),  leased  to  Garrison 
Motor  Freight,  Inc.,  pursuant  to  order  in 
MC-F 13638,  served  July  27, 1978, 
authorizing  transportation,  as  above  (1) 
between  Muskogee,  OK,  and  OK-TX 
state  line;  Ponca  City,  OK,  and  OK-TX 
state  line;  Sherman,  TX,  and  OK-TX 
state  line;  Ponca  City,  OK,  and  OK-KS 
state  line;  Fort  Smith,  AR,  and  Hulbert, 
OK;  and  Muskogee,  OK,  and  Fort  Smith, 
AR;  and  (2)  between  OK  points  as 
follows:  Oldahoma  City  and  Miami; 
Oklahoma  City  and  Muskogee;  Tulsa 
and  McAlester;  Blackwell  and  Tulsa; 
Ponca  City  and  Tulsa;  Talequah  and 
Muskogee;  Pryor  and  Adair,  Tulsa  and 
Muskogee;  Oldahoma  City  and  Miami; 
and  between  certain  highway  jimctions 
in  connection  with  serving  the  named 
points;  and  (c)  those  operating  rights 
issued  to  The  Rock  Island  Motor  Transit 
Company  in  MC  29130,  leased  to 
Garrison  Motor  Freight,  Inc.,  pursuant  to 
order  in  MC-F  13668,  served  August  16, 
1979  (Initial  Decision  served  July  2, 1979, 
became  order  of  I.C.C.  per  notice  served 
August  22, 1979),  authorizing 
transportation,  as  above,  between  Fort 
Worth,  TX,  and  Dallas,  'DC;  and  Hurst 
and  Irving,  Euless  and  Tarrant,  TX;  and 
(d)  those  operating  rights  issued  to 
T.I.M.E.-D.C.,  Inc.,  in  MC  35320  (Sub-69), 
leased  to  Garrison  Motor  Freight,  Inc., 
pursuant  to  order  in  MC-F  13709,  served 
October  20, 1978  (pending  on  petition 
fi'om  adverse  Initial  Decision  served 
June  21, 1979),  authorizing 
transportation,  as  above,  between 
i  Fayetteville,  AR,  and  Berryville,  AR;  and 
between  Harrison,  AR  and  Gateway, 

AR.  Application  under  49  U.S.C.  11349 
for  the  temporary  management  of 
Garrison  Motor  Freight,  Inc.,  by  Smith’s 
Transfer  Corporation  has  been  granted. 

MC-F-14117F,  application  for 
authority  under  section  5,  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  to  purchase  operating 
rights  of  motor  carrier. 

Summary  of  Authority  Sought 

Notice  of  filing  of  the  application  for 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Transferee:  WHEELER  FREIGHTWAYS, 


a  California  corporation,  3375  South 
Polaris  Avenue,  Las  Vegas,  NV  89102. 
Transferor:  C  &  E  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC., 
a  California  corporation,  11910 
Greenstone  Avenue,  Santa  Fe  Springs, 
CA  90607.  Representative:  Robert  Fuller, 
13215  E.  Penn  Street,  Siiite  310,  Whittier, 
CA  90602.  Authority  sought  for  the 
purchase  by  transferee  of  a  portion  of 
the  operating  rights  of  transferor  as  a 
motor  conunon  carrier  over  irregular 
routes  as  set  forth  in  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  No. 
MC  142335  as  follows:  machinery, 
material,  supplies  and  equipment 
incidental  to,  or  used  in  mining,  milling, 
building  construction,  and  highway 
building  and  maintenance,  requiring 
special  equipment,  between  points  in 
that  part  of  California  south  of  a  line 
extending  from  the  Pacific  Ocean 
through  Monterey,  Salinas,  Fresno, 
Dunlap,  and  Independence,  CA,  to  the 
CA-NV  State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  CA 
north  of  said  line,  and  machinery, 
materials,  supplies,  and  equipment 
incidental  to,  or  used  in  mining,  milling, 
building  construction,  and  highway 
building  and  maintenance,  between 
points  in  those  parts  of  Inyo,  San 
Bernardino,  Riverside,  Imperial  and  San 
Diego  Counties,  CA. 

MC-F-14027,  filed  May  10, 1979. 
Transferee:  JENNINGS  BOND,  doing 
business  as  BOND  ENTERPRISES,  P.O. 
Box  8,  Lutesville,  MO  63762.  Transferor: 
COX  REFRIGERATED  EXPRESS,  INC., 
10606  Goodnight  Lane,  Dallas,  TX  75220. 
Representatives — ^Attorney  for 
Transferor:  D.  Paul  Stafford,  Suite  1125, 
Exchange  Park,  P.O.  Box  45538,  Dallas, 
TX  75245.  Attorney  for  Transferee: 

Ernest  A.  Brooks,  II,  1301  Ambassador 
Bldg.,  St.  Louis,  MO  63101.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred  are  set 
forth  in  Certificate  No.  MC-140033  (Sub 
20)  authorizing  operations  as  a  motor 
common  carrier  over  irregular  routes 
transporting:  Sulphur,  in  bags,  fi'om  the 
plant  site  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
International  Chemicals,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Mt.  Pleasant,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Illinois,  Kansas,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  Oklahoma, 
Tennessee,  and  Virginia,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Also  the  grant  of  authority  issued 
Transferor  in  Docket  No.  MC-140033 
(Sub  7lF)  over  irregular  routes 
transporting  sulphur,  in  bags  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
of  International  Chemicals,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Mt.  Pleasant,  Texas  to  points  in 
Kentucky,  Iowa,  Indiana,  Ohio,  South 


Carolina,  Colorado,  Utah,  New  Mexico, 
and  Arizona. 

{FR  Doc.  80-7mS  Filed  V13-a0;  S;45  am] 

NLLMO  CODE  703S-01-M 


Transportation  of  Used  Household 
Goods  In  Connection  With  a  Pack-and- 
Crate  Operation  on  Behalf  of  the 
Department  of  Defense;  Special 
Certificate  Letter  Notices) 

The  following  letter  notices  request 
participation  in  a  Special  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  for 
the  transportation  of  used  household 
goods,  for  the  account  of  the  United 
States  Government,  incident  to  the 
performance  of  a  pack-and-crate  service 
on  behalf  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
under  the  Direct  Procurement  Method  or 
the  Through  Government  Bill  of  Lading 
Method  under  the  Commission's 
regulations  (49  CFR  1056.40) 
promulgated  in  “Pack-and-Crate” 
operations  in  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-115, 131 
M.C.C.  20  (1978). 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  verified 
statement  in  opposition  (limited  to 
argument  and  evidence  concerning 
applicant’s  fitness)  may  be  filed  with  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  by 
April  3, 1980.  A  copy  must  also  be 
served  upon  applicant  or  its 
representative.  Opposition  to  the 
applicant’s  participation  will  not  operate 
to  stay  commencement  of  the  proposed 
operation. 

If  applicant  is  not  otherwise  informed 
by  the  Conunission,  operations  may 
commence  within  30  days  of  the  date  of 
its  notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  subject 
to  its  tariff  publication  effective  date. 

HG-7-80  (Special  certificate — Used 
household  goods),  filed  March  6, 1980. 
Applicant:  AIRWAY  MOVING  & 
STORAGE,  INC,  No.  18  Covil  St., 
Wilmington,  NC.  Representative:  W.  G. 
Fodrie  (address  same  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought:  Between  points  in 
Craven,  Columbus,  Lenoir,  Jones, 
Carteret,  Onslow,  Duplin,  Pender, 
Brunswick,  Wayne,  Sampson,  Pitt, 
Bladen,  New  Hanover,  and  Beaufort 
counties,  NC  serving  the  Marine  Corps 
Base,  Camp  Lejeune,  NC  and  Myrtle 
Beach  Air  Force  Base,  SC. 

By  the  Commission. 

Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7S17  Hied  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 
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[Finance  Docket  No.  29254F] 

Somerset  Railroad  Corp.— 
Construction  and  Operation— of  a  Line 
of  Railroad  in  Niagara  County,  N.Y.; 
Correction* 

Somerset  Railroad  Corporation, 
represented  by  Messrs.  Charles  J. 
McCarthy,  of  Belnap,  McCarthy, 
Spencer,  Sweeney  &  Harkaway,  1750 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington.  DC  20006,  Gregory  J.  Blasi, 
of  Huber,  Magill,  Lawrence  &  Farrell,  99 
Park  Avenue,  New  York,  NY  10016,  and 
Allen  E.  Kintigh,  Vice  President,  New 
York  State  Electric  &  Gas  Corporation, 
4500  Vestal  Parkway  East,  Biiighamton, 
NY  13902,  hereby  give  notice  that  on  the 
12th  day  of  February,  1980,  it  filed  with 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Conunission  at 
Washington,  DC,  an  application 
pursuant  to  49  U.S.C.  10901  for  a 
decision  approving  and  authorizing  the 
construction  and  operation  of  a  line  of 
railroad  located  wholly  and  solely 
within  Niagara  County,  in  the  State  of 
NY  [45  FR 12506,  Feb.  26, 1980]. 

Applicant’s  proposed  route  runs 
generally  northw^  from  a  point  of 
origin  on  the  Falls  Road  Branch  Line  of 
Consolidated  Rail  Corporation  just  west 
of  the  Hamlet  of  Gasport  to  its  terminus 
at  the  site  of  New  York  State  Electric  & 
Gas  Corporation’s  proposed  Somerset 
Generating  Station.  The  point  of  origin 
consists  of  both  an  east  and  a  west 
connection  to  the  Falls  Road  Branch 
Line.  The  east  connection  is  located 
approximately  3000  feet  west  of  Gasport 
Road/Hartland  Road  in  the  Hamlet  of 
Gasport,  and  the  west  connection  is 
located  approximately  5000  feet  west  of 
Gasport  Road/Hartland  Road  in  the 
Han^et  of  Gasport.  The  total  number  of 
miles  of  track  to  be  constructed  and 
operated  between  the  Falls  Road  Branch 
line  and  the  Somerset  Generating 
Station  is  approximately  9.9  miles,  all  of 
which  will  be  considered  mainline  track. 

Applicant’s  proposed  construction 
and  operation  is  necessary  to  provide 
rail  service  to  the  site  of  an  electric 
power  generating  station  in  the  Town  of 
Somerset,  NY.  Such  rail  service  is 
required  for  delivery  of  plant  equipment 
and  other  materials  during  generating 
station  construction,  and  coal  and 
limestone  during  generating  station 
operation. 

In  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
regulations  (49  CFR  1108.8)  in  Ex  Parte 
No.  55  (Sub-No.  4),  Implementation — 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act, 

'  Convcted  to  show  that  the  Applicant  did  not 
state  that  the  granting  of  the  auth^ty  sought  in  its  ‘ 
application  would  not  constitute  a  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  meaning  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969. 


1969,  352  I.C.C.  451  (1976),  any  protests 
may  include  a  statement  indicating  the 
presence  or  absence  of  any  effect  of  the 
requested  Commission  action  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment.  If 
any  such  effect  is  alleged  to  be  present, 
the  statement  shall  in^cate  with 
specific  data  the  exact  nature  and 
degree  of  the  anticipated  impact.  See 
Implementation — National 
Environmental  Policy  Act,  1969,  supra, 
p.  487. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as  amended, 
the  proceeding  will  be  handled  without 
public  hearings  unless  comments  in 
support  or  opposition  on  such 
application  are  filed  with  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  12th 
and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20423,  and  the 
aforementioned  counsel  for  applicant, 
within  30  days  after  the  date  of  first 
publication  in  a  newspaper  of  general 
circulation.  Any  interested  person  is 
entitled  to  recommend  to  the 
Commission  that  it  approve,  disapprove, 
or  take  any  other  specified  action  with 
respect  to  such  application. 

Agatha  L.  Meiganovidi, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7923  Filed  3-13-80;  «:45  am] 

BNJJNQ  CODE  703S-01-M 


[Docket  No.  AB-1  (Sub-No.  73F)] 

Chicago  and  North  Weatern 
Transportation  Co.— Abandonment 
Between  Marathon  and  Alton,  in  Buena 
Viata,  Clay,  O’Brien,  and  Sioux 
Counties,  Iowa;  Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  49 
U.S.C.  10903  that  by  a  decison  entered 
on  December  10, 1979,  a  finding,  which 
is  administratively  final,  was  made  by 
the  Administrative  Law  Judge,  stating 
that,  subject  to  the  conditions  for  the 
protection  of  railway  employees 
prescribed  by  the  Commission  in  Oregon 
Short  Line  Railroad  Co. — ^Abandonment 
Ckishen,  360 1.C.C.  91  (1979),  the  present 
and  future  public  convenience  and 
necessity  permit  the  abandonment  of  the 
Chicago  and  North  Western 
Transportation  Company  of  its  line  of 
railroad  extending  from  railroad 
milepost  157.3  near  Marathon,  lA  to 
milepost  216.5  at  Alton,  LA,  a  distance  of 
59.2  miles,  in  Buena  Vista,  Clay.  O’Brien, 
and  Sioux  Coimties,  lA.  A  cer^cate  of 
abandonment  will  be  issued  to  the 
Chicago  and  North  Western 
Transportation  Company  based  on  the 
above-described  fining  of 
abandonment,  on  or  before  April  14, 

1980,  unless  within  30  days  from  the 


date  of  publication,  the  Commission 
further  finds  that: 

(1)  a  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has 
offered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form, 
of  a  rail  service  continuation  payment) 
to  enable  the  rail  service  involved  to 
continued;  and 

(2)  it  is  likely  that  such  proffered 
assistance  would:  (a)  Cover  the 
difference  between  the  revenues  which 
are  attributable  to  such  line  of  railroad 
and  the  avoidable  cost  of  providing  rail 
freight  service  on  such  line,  together 
with  a  reasonable  return  on  the  value  of 
such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all  or 
any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the 
issuance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment 
will  be  postponed  for  such  reasonable 
time,  not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is 
necessary  to  enable  such  person  or 
entity  to  enter  into  a  bind^  agreement 
with  the  carrier  seeking  such 
abandomnent  to  provide  such 
assistance  or  to  purchase  such  line  and 
to  provide  for  the  continued  operation  of 
rail  services  over  such  line.  Upon 
notification  to  the  Commission  of  the 
execution  of  such  an  assistance  or 
acquisition  and  operating  agreement  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  issuance 
of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  an  agreement  (including 
any  extensions  or  modifications)  is  in 
effect  Information  and  procedures 
regarding  the  financial  assistance  for 
continued  rail  service  or  the  acquisition 
of  the  involved  rail  line  are  contained  in 
the  Notice  of  the  Commission  entitled 
“Procedures  for  Pending  Rail 
Abandonment  Cases’*  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  March  31, 1976,  at  41 
FR  13691,  as  amended  by  publication  of 
May  10, 1978,  at  43  FR  20072.  All 
interested  persons  are  advised  to  follow 
the  instruction  contained  therein  as  well 
as  the  instruction  contained  in  the 
above-referenced  decision. 

Agatha  L.  Mefgenovkh, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7924  Filed  3-*3-8lk  ft45  am] 

BIUJNQ  CODE  7036-01-11 

[Docket  No.  AB-84  (Sub-No.  2)1 

Illinois  Terminal  Railroad  Co., 
Abandonment  of  Trackage  Rights 
Over  Illinois  Central  Gulf  Railroad  Ca 
From  Mont  to  Springfieid  in  Madison, 
Macoupin,  Montgomery,  and 
Sangamon  Counties,  ilL;  Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  49 
U.S.C.  10903  that  by  a  decision  entered 
on  July  12, 1979,  and  the  decision  of  the 
Commission,  Division  2,  serve'd 
February  1, 1980,  as  modified,  adopted 


16582 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  52  /  Friday,  March  14,  1980  /  Notices 


the  decision  of  the  Administrative  Law 
fudge,  which  is  administratively  final, 
stating  that,  subject  to  the  conditions  for 
the  protection  of  railway  employees 
prescribed  by  the  Commission  in  Oregon 
Short  Line  Railroad  Co. — ^Abandonment 
Goshen,  360 1.C.C.  91  (1979),  the  present 
and  future  public  convenience  and 
necessity  permit  the  abandonment  by 
the  Illinois  Terminal  Railroad  Company 
of  trackage  rights  over  a  line  of  the 
Illinois  Central  Gulf  Railroad  Company 
from  Mont,  IL  to  Springfield,  IL,  a 
distance  of  81.24  miles  in  Madison, 
Macoupin,  Montgomery  and  Sangamon 
Counties,  IL.  A  certificate  of 
abandonment  will  be  issued  to  the 
Illinois  Terminal  Railroad  Company 
based  on  the  above-described  findhig  of 
abandonment,  30  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice,  unless  within  30  days 
from  the  date  of  publication,  the 
Commission  further  finds  that: 

(1)  a  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has 
offered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form 
of  a  rail  service  continuation  payment) 
to  enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be 
continued;  and 

(2)  it  is  likely  that  such  proffered 
assistance  would:  (a)  Cover  the 
difference  between  the  revenues  which 
are  attributable  to  such  line  of  railroad 
and  the  avoidable  cost  of  providing  rail 
fi'eight  service  on  such  line,  together 
with  a  reasonable  return  on  the  value  of 
such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all  or 
any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the 
issuance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment 
will  be  postponed  for  such  reasonable 
time,  not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is 
necessary  to  enable  such  person  or 
entity  to  enter  into  a  binding  agreement, 
with  the  carrier  seeking  such 
abandonment,  to  provide  such 
assistance  or  to  purchase  such  line  and 
to  provide  for  the  continued  operation  of 
rail  services  over  such  line.  Upon 
notification  to  the  Commission  of  the 
execution  of  such  an  assistance  or 
acquisition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  issuance 
of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  an  agreement  (including 
any  extensions  or  modifications)  is  in 
effect.  Information  and  procedures 
regarding  the  financial  assistance  for 
continued  rail  service  or  the  acquisition 
of  the  involved  rail  line  are  contained  in 
the  Notice  of  the  Commission  entitled 
“Procedures  for  Pending  Rail 
Abandonment  Cases”  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  March  31, 1976,  at  41 
FR 13691,  as  amended  by  publication  of 
May  10, 1978,  at  43  FR  20072.  All 
interested  persons  are  advised  to  follow 
the  instructions  contained  therein  as 


well  as  the  instruction  contained  in  the 
above-referenced  decision. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.  80-7925  Filed  3-15-80;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNQ  CODE  7035-01-M 


[No.  MC-F-13293;  MC-1 16101  (Sub-No.  11)] 

Quick  Air/Freight,  Inc.— Purchase— 
Vandalia  Air  Freight,  Inc.;  Quick  Air 
Freight,  Inc.— Extension-Tracking 

Republication  (A)  By  Decision  served 
December  17, 1979,  the  Commission, 
Division  1,  required  republication  since 
this  decision  expands  upon  the  authority 
previously  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  August  11, 1977. 

(1)  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  classes  A  &  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commision,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment),  between  points  in  Ohio,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the 
Municipal  Airport  of  Dayton,  near 
Dayton,  OH,  the  Port  Columbus  Airport 
near  Columbus,  OH,  the  Cleveland- 
Hopkins  Airport,  near  Cleveland,  OH, 
and  the  Greater  Cincinnati  Airport  in 
Kentucky  (near  Cincinnati,  OH), 
restricted  to  shipments  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  aircraft. 

(2)  General  commodities,  moving  in 
express  service,  except  articles  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment  between  points  in  Ohio,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan  (except 
points  in  the  Upper  Peninsula),  New 
York,  and  Pennsylvania,  restricted  to  the 
exclusive  use  of  one  motor  vehicle  in  the 
transportation  of  a  single  shipment,  not 
weighing  more  than  5,000  pounds,  from 
one  consignor  at  one  location  to  one 
consignee  at  one  location,  provided, 
however,  that  this  restriction  shall  not 
apply  to  traffic  which  has  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  aircraft. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  80-7926  Rled  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

WLLINQ  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Ex  Parte  No.  378] 

Regarding  New  Competitive  Service 
and  the  Burden  of  Proof  In  Motor 
Carrier  Finance  Proceedings 

agency:  Interstate  Conunerce 
Commission. 

action:  Notice  to  the  public. 


SUMMARY:  This  Notice  sets  forth  the 
timing  and  type  of  information  that 
should  be  presented  in  the  modified 
procedure  statements  to  satisfy  the 
burdens  of  proof  under  the  tripartite  test 
involving  new  competitive  service 
issues  as  set  forth  in  Jones  Truck  Lines, 
Inc. — Purchase — Deaton,  Inc.,  127 
M.C.C.  428  (1978)  [Jones  /)  and  Jones 
Truck  Lines,  Inc. — Purchase — Deaton, 

Inc., - M.C.C. - (1980)  [Jones 

II). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE.*  March  3, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Michael  Erenberg,  202-275-7245. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Since 
issuance  of  our  decision  of  December  21, 
1978,  in  Jones  Truck  Lines,  Inc. — 
Purchase — Deaton,  Inc.,  127  M.C.C.  428 
(1978)  [Jones  /),  we  have  received 
inquiries  regarding  the  type  of  evidence 
and  time  for  filing  of  evidence  in  motor 
carrier  finance  proceedings  handled 
under  the  modified  procedure  involving 
new  competitive  service  issues. ' 

As  state  in  Jones  I,  the  tripartite  test 
was  merely  an  articulation  of  the 
standard  to  be  used  by  the  Commission 
to  determine  whether  a  transfer  giving 
rise  to  a  new  competitive  service  should 
be  authorized.  We  did  not  envision 
protracted  proceedings. 

Applicants'  principal  proof  of  the 
scope  of  past  ope^'ations,  including  past 
joint-line  operations,  of  a  carrier  being 
acquired,  or  the  operating  rights  which 
are  being  acquired  (such  carrier 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  transferor),  is 
through  (a)  Appendix  D-4  to  Form  OP- 
F-44  or  (b)  Appendix  B-4  to  Form  OP-F- 
45.  These  appendices  are  commonly 
known  as  the  abstract  of  interstate 
shipments. 

Both  Rule  81  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.81)  and 
Commission  decisional  law  set  forth  the 
desirability  of  abstracting  relevant  data, 
of  summarizing  what  an  exhibit  piuports 
to  show,  and  of  condensing  information 
in  tables.  See  Redwing  Refrigerated, 

Inc. — Pur. — Express,  Inc.,  116  M.C.C. 

694,  698  (1974). 

Giving  consideration  to  the  foregoing, 
in  cases  designated  for  modified 
procedure,  applicants’  initial  verified 
statement  should  be  summarized  to 
reflect: 

(1)  explicitly  which  shipments  moved 
over  auffiority  of  transferor  and 
transferee  to  be  tacked  (or  moved  by 
similar  joint-line  operations  by 
transferor  and/or  transferee  with  third- 
party  carriers.) 

(2)  explicitly  which  authorities  to  be 
tacked  were  not  represented  by 
shipments. 

(3)  why  approval  of  the  transaction 
without  restriction  against  tacking  or 
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joining  of  the  authorities  in  (2]  above 
will  be  consistent  with  the  pubUc 
interest.  (This  may  be  explained  in  the 
Appendix  relating  the  facts  and 
circumstances  on  which  applicants  rely 
to  warrant  approval  of  the  proposed 
transaction,  provided  it  is  referenced  to 
the  particular  authorities  involved.) 

(4)  applicant  may  introduce  evidence 
of  shipper  support  at  this  stage  if  it 
chooses  to  do  so.  This  would  allow 
Protestants  to  respond  to  all  of 
applicants’  evidence. 

Protestants  are  required  to  do  more 
than  merely  assert  that  the  authorities  to 
be  tacked  or  joined  would  give  rise  to  a 
new  competitive  service  and  that  the 
new  service  would  be  detrimental  to 
their  operations.  In  modified  procedure 
cases,  each  protestant  in  its  initial 
verified  statement  will: 

(1)  prepare  an  exhibit  identifying  each 
competitive  service  with  which  it  is 
concerned 

(2)  prepare  an  exhibit  showing  the 
authority  of  the  protestant  to  provide 
such  service 

(3)  show  how  it  will  be  significantly 
harmed  if  the  authority  it  set  forth  in  (1) 
above  is  authorized  to  be  transferred. 

In  its  rebuttal  statement,  applicant(s) 
will  be  permitted  to  introduce  testimony 
to  rebut  the  allegations  contained  in 
Protestant’s  initial  statement.  Shipper 
testimony  should  be  submitted  in  the 
applicant’s  rebuttal  statement  if  relied 
upon  to  demonstrate  why  the 
transaction  giving  rise  to  a  new 
competitive  service  should  be  allowed 
despite  the  harm  that  may  be  incurred 
by  protestants,  as  they  have  alleged. 

If  shipper  testimony  is  submitted  by 
applicant  in  its  rebuttal  statement, 
protestants  will  have  the  opportunity  to 
submit  a  further  statement  which  shall 
address  only  that  information  contained 
in  the  shipper  testimony. 

In  an  effort  to  facilitate  the 
consideration  of  these  materials, 
protestants  will  be  strictly  held  to  Rule 
38  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
(49  CFR  1100.38),  which  requires  a 
specific  statement  of  the  grounds  upon 
which  the  protest  is  made  and  concise 
statement  of  the  interest  of  protestant  in 
the  proceeding.  This  will  enable  the 
applicant  to  identify  which  new 
competitive  services  are  being 
challenged  and  thus  in  need  of  shipper 
support  to  justify  their  transfer.  Shipper 
statements  are  not  necessary  for 
demonstrating  public  benefit  where 
there  is  no  harm  to  protestant. 

Dated:  February  15, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Gaskins, 

Vice  Chairman  Gresham,  Commissioners 
Stafford,  Clapp,  Trantum,  and  Alexis. 


Commissioner  Stafford  dissenting  with  a 
separate  expression. 

Agatha  L  Mergenovicfa, 

Secretary. 

Commissioner  Stafford,  dissenting: 

The  notice  should  be  modified  so  as  to 
allow  public  comment  on  the  proposal. 
The  notice  appears  to  subvert  the 
provisions  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act,  5  U.S.C.  553,  by 
acknowledging  the  receipt  of  inquiries 
on  the  new  guidelines.  Reliance  on  those 
informal  inquiries  as  a  basis  for 
formulating  new  standards  is 
inappropriate.  See  also,  my  separate 
expression  in  Jones  H,  No.  MC-F-12453, 
Jones  Truck  Lines,  Inc. — Purchase — 
Deaton,  Inc., — M.C.C. — (1980). 

[FR  Doc.  aO-7927  Filed  3-13-60;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Docket  No.  AB-6  (Sub-No.  57F)] 

Burlington  Northern,  Inc.— 
Abandonment— Between  Fergus  Falls 
and  Pelican  Rapids  in  Otter  Tail 
County,  Minn.;  Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  49 
U.S.C.  10903  that  by  a  decision  entered 
on  September  4, 1979,  and  the  decision 
of  the  Commission,  Division  2,  acting  as 
an  Appellate  Division,  served  January 
18, 19%,  adopted  the  decision  of  the 
Commission,  Review  Board  Number  5, 
which  is  administratively  final,  stating 
that,  subject  to  the  conditions  for  the 
protection  of  railway  employees 
prescribed  by  the  Commission  in  Oregon 
Short  Line  Railroad  Co. — Abandonment 
Goshen,  360 1.C.C.  91  (1979),  the  present 
and  future  public  convenience  and 
necessity  permit  the  abandonment  by 
the  Burlington  Northern,  Inc.  of  railroad 
line  extending  fi'om  milepost  0.00  near 
Fergus  Falls.  MN.  to  milepost  21.37  near 
Pelican  Rapids,  MN,  all  in  Otter  Tail 
County.  MN.  and  that  applicant  shall 
keep  intact  all  of  the  ri^t-of-way 
imderlying  the  track,  including  all 
bridges  and  drainage  strucbires,  for  a 
period  of  120  days  from  the  issuance  of 
a  certificate  in  this  proceeding  to  allow 
any  state  or  local  government  agency  or 
other  interested  party  to  negotiate  the 
acquisition  for  public  use  of  all  or  any 
portion  of  the  right-of-way.  A  certificate 
of  abandonment  will  be  issued  to  the 
Burlington  Northern,  Inc.  based  on  the 
above-described  finding  of 
abandonment,  on  or  before  April  14, 

1980,  unless  within  30  days  frt)m  the 
date  of  publication,  the  Commission 
further  finds  thab  (1)  A  financially 
responsible  person  (including  a 
government  entity)  has  offered  financial 
assistance  (in  the  form  of  a  rail  service 
continuation  payment)  to  enable  the  rail 
service  involved  to  be  continued;  and 


(2)  It  is  likely  that  such  proffered 
assistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost  of 
providing  rail  height  service  on  such 
line,  together  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all  or 
any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the 
issuance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment 
will  be  postponed  for  such  reasonable 
time,  not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is 
necessary  to  enable  such  person  or 
entity  into  a  binding  agreement,  with  the 
carrier  seeking  such  abandonment,  to 
provide  such  assistance  or  to  purchase 
such  line  and  to  provide  for  the 
continued  operation  of  rail  services  over 
such  line.  Upon  notification  to  the 
Commission  of  the  execution  of  such  an 
assistance  or  acquisition  and  operating 
agreement,  the  Commission  shall 
postpone  the  issuance  of  such  a 
certificate  for  such  period  of  time  as 
such  an  agreement  (including  any 
extensions  or  modifications)  is  in  effect. 
Information  and  procedures  regarding 
the  financial  assistance  for  continued 
rail  service  or  the  acquisition  of  the 
involved  rail  lines  are  contained  in  the 
Notice  of  the  Commission  entitled 
“Procedures  for  Pending  Rail 
Abandonment  Cases’’  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  March  31, 1976,  at  41 
FR  13691,  as  amended  by  publication  of 
May  10, 1978,  at  43  FR  20072.  All 
interested  persons  are  advised  to  follow 
the  instructions  contained  therein  as 
well  as  the  instructions  contained  in  the 
above-referenced  decision. 

Agatha  L  Meigenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  80-7928  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  703S-01-II 


[Exception  No.  1  to  Service  Order  No.  1419] 

Chicago,  Milwaukee,  SL  Paul  &  Pacific 
Railroad  Co.;  Shipping  Delay 

Because  of  the  inability  of  the  railroad 
to  assemble  the  cars,  a  movement  of 
loaded  covered  hopper  cars  will  be 
seriously  delayed  on  the  Chicago, 
Milwaukee,  St  Paul  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Company  (MILW)  enroute  to  Houston 
Public  Elevator,  Houston,  Texas.  Albert 
City  Elevator  desires  to  ship  a  seventy- 
five  (75)  car  unit-grain-train  to  Houston 
routed  MILW-Omaha/Missouri  Padfic- 
Houston.  To  prevent  this  train  from 
being  trapped  by  the  MILW  embargo, 
MILW  is  authorized  to  transport  the 
sixty-four  (64)  covered  hoppers  which 
are  at  the  loading  point  of  Albert  City, 
Iowa. 
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Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Director,  Bureau  of  Operations,  the 
Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  is  authorized  to 
operate  a  seventy-five  (75)  car  unit- 
grain-train  fix)m  Albert  City,  Iowa,  to 
Houston,  Texas,  comprised  of  sixty-four 
(64)  covered  hopper  cars  on  a  one  trip 
basis. 

The  bills  of  lading  and  waybills  shall 
bear  the  following  endorsement:  “Unit- 
grain-train  of  (  )  tons  or  (  )  cars. 

Partial  movement  of  (  )  tons  or  (  ) 

cars  forwarded  authority  Exception  No. 

1  to  ICC  Service  Order  No.  1419.” 

Demurrage  rules  will  be  treated  as  if 
the  movement  is  a  complete  movement 
in  itself. 

Effective  11:00  a.m.,  February  27, 1980. 
Expires  11:59  p.m.,  February  29, 1980. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  February  27, 
1980. 

Joel  E.  Bums, 

Director. 

[FR  Doc.  aO-7929  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  7035-01-H 


Transportation  of  Used  Household 
Goods  in  Connection  With  a  Pack*and> 
Crate  Operation  on  Behaif  of  the 
Department  of  Defense;  Speciai 
Certificate  Letter  Notices) 

The  following  letter  notices  request 
participation  in  a  Special  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  for 
the  transportation  of  used  household 
goods,  for  the  account  of  the  United 
States  Government,  incident  to  the 
performance  of  a  pack-and-crate  service 
on  behalf  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
under  the  Direct  Procurement  Method  or 
the  Through  Government  Bill  of  Lading 
Method  under  the  Commission’s 
regulations  (49  CFR  1056.40) 
promulgated  in  “Pack-and-Crate” 
operations  in  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-115, 131 
M.C.C.  20  (1978). 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  verified 
statement  in  opposition  (limited  to 
argument  and  evidence  concerning 
applicant’s  fitness)  may  be  filed  with  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  on  or 
before  April  3, 1980  fttim  the  date  of  this 
publication.  A  copy  must  also  be  served 
upon  applicant  or  its  representative. 
Opposition  to  the  applicant’s 
participation  will  not  operate  to  stay 
commencement  of  the  proposed 
operation. 

If  applicant  is  not  otherwise  informed 
by  the  Commission,  operations  may 
commence  within  30  days  of  the  date  of 
its  notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  subject 
to  its  tariff  publication  effective  date. 

HG-41-79  (special  certificate — ^used 
household  goods)  (amendment),  filed 
February  22, 1980.  Applicant:  NOVI 


MOVING  SYSTEMS,  INC.,  48595  West 
Rd,  Wixon,  MI  48096.  Representative: 
Martin  J.  Leavitt,  Sullivan  and  Leavitt, 
22375  Hagerty  Rd.  P.O.  Box  400, 
Northville,  MI  48167.  Authority  sought: 
Between  points  in  Huron,  Tuscola, 
Sanilac.  Saginaw,  Muskegon,  Ottawa, 
Kent,  Shiawassee,  Lapeer,  Genessee,  St. 
Clair,  Cass,  St.  Joseph,  Lenawee, 
Macomb,  Oakland,  Barry,  Allegan,  Van 
Buren,  Kalamazoo,  Calhoun,  Jackson, 
Washtenaw,  Wayne,  Berrien,  Branch, 
Hillsdale,  Monroe,  serving  Selfiidge 
ANG  Base,  Moimt  Clemens,  MI. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is 
to  add  the  above-named  counties  to  the 
service  territory  presently  authorized. 

HG-42-79  (special  certificate — used 
household  goods)  (amendment),  filed 
February  22, 1980.  Applicant:  LEONARD 
BROS.  MOVING  AND  STORAGE  CO., 
North,  1782  E  Maple  Rd.,  Troy,  MI  48084. 
Representative:  Martin  J.  Leovitt, 
Sullivan  and  Leovitt,  22375  Haggerty  Rd, 
P.O.  Box  400,  Northville,  MI  48167. 
Authority  sought:  Between  points  in 
Gratiot,  Montcalm,  Ionia,  Clinton, 
Livingston,  Ingham,  Eaton,  Van  Buren, 
Kalamazoo,  Calhoim,  Jackson, 
Washtenaw,  Berrien,  Cass,  St.  Joseph, 
Branch,  Hillsdale,  Lenawee,  Monroe 
Counties,  MI,  serving  Selfi*idge  ANG 
Base,  Mount  Clemens,  MI. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is 
to  add  the  above-named  counties  to  the 
service  territory  presently  authorized. 

HG-5-80  (special  certificate — used 
household  goods),  filed  February  22, 
1980,  Applicant:  LIVINGSTON 
STORAGE  &  TRANSFER  COMPANY. 
INC.,  4301  Allied  Dr..  P.O.  Box  7007, 
Columbus,  GA  31906.  Representative: 
Cliff  Livingston,  Jr.  (address  same  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought:  Between 
points  in  Bryan,  Chatham,  Dodge,  Evans, 
Montgomery,  Tattnall,  Toombs, 

Wheeler,  and  Wilcox,  Counties,  GA, 
serving  Fort  Benning,  GA  and  Fort 
Stewart,  GA. 

HG-6-80  (special  certificate — used 
household  goods),  filed  March  7, 1980. 
Applicant:  JAMES  B.  STUDDAI^ 
TRANSFER  &  STORAGE  CO.,  INC..  782 
Seneca  St.,  Leavenworth,  KS  66048. 
Representative:  Donald  J.  Quiim,  Suite 
900, 1012  Baltimore,  Kansas  City,  MO 
64105.  Authority  sought:  Between  points 
in  Leavenworth  County,  KS,  Anderson, 
Atchison,  Brown,  Coffey,  Doniphan, 
Douglas,  Franklin,  Jackson,  Jefferson, 
Johnson,  Leavenworth,  Linn,  Miami, 
Nemaha,  Osage,  Shawnee,  and 
Wyandotte,  counties,  KS;  Andrews, 
Atchison,  Bates,  Buchanan,  Caldwell, 
Carroll,  Cass,  Clay,  Clinton,  Davies, 
Dekalb,  Harrison,  Holt,  Jackson,  Gentry, 


Livingston,  Mercer,  Nodayway,  Platte. 
Ray,  and  Worth  counties,  MO;  Johnson, 
Nemaha,  Pawnee,  and  Richardson 
counties,  Nebraska,  NE  Serving  Fort 
Leavenworth,  Leavenworth,  KS. 

By  the  Commission. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7930  FUed  3-14-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  703S-01-M 

Decision-Notice 

As  indicated  by  the  findings  below, 
the  Commission  has  approved  the 
following  applications  filed  under  49 
U.S.C.  10924, 10926, 10931  and  10932. 

We  find:  Each  transaction  is  exempt 
fi'om  section  11343  (formerly  section  5) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  and 
complies  with  the  appropriate  transfer 
rules. 

This  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

Petitions  seeking  reconsideration  must 
be  filed  on  or  before  April  3, 1980. 
Replies  must  be  filed  within  20  days 
after  the  final  date  for  filing  petitions  for 
reconsiderations;  any  interested  person 
may  file  and  serve  a  reply  upon  Ae 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Petitions 
which  do  not  comply  with  the  relevant 
transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132.4  may  be 
rejected. 

If  petitions  for  reconsiderations  are 
not  timely  filed,  and  applicants  satisfy 
the  conditions,  if  any,  which  have  been 
imposed,  the  application  is  granted  and 
they  will  receive  an  effective  notice.  The 
notice  will  indicate  that  consummation 
of  the  transfer  will  be  presumed  to  occur 
on  the  20th  day  following  service  of  the 
notice,  unless  either  applicant  has 
advised  the  Commission  that  the 
transfer  will  not  be  consiunmated  or 
that  an  extension  of  time  for 
consummation  is  needed.  The  notice 
will  also  recite  the  compliance 
requirements  which  must  be  met  before 
the  transferee  may  commence 
operations. 

Applicant  must  comply  with  any 
conations  set  forth  in  the  following 
decision-notices  within  30  days  after 
publication,  or  within  any  approved 
extension  period.  Otherwise,  the 
decision-notice  shall  have  no  further 
effect. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
5,  Ihe  Motor  Carrier  Board,  Members  Krock, 
Pohost,  and  Taylor. 

Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

No.  FD  29244F.  By  decision  of 
February  19, 1980  issued  under  49  U.S.C. 
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10926  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR 
Part  1141.  The  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  HARBOR 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  of  San  Francisco.  CA, 
of  CertiHcate  No.  W-379  (Sub-No.  4) 
issued  July  31, 1970  to  BAY  CITIES 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  of 
San  Francisco,  CA,  authorizing 
operation  by  non-self-propelled  vessels, 
with  the  use  of  separate  towing  vessels, 
in  the  transportation  of  general 
conunodities,  and  by  towing  vessels  in 
the  performance  of  general  towage, 
between  ports  and  points  on  San 
Francisco  Bay  and  its  tributary 
waterways  (except  those  ports  and 
points  located  on  the  Sacramento  and 
San  Joaquin  Rivers  above  Sacramento 
and  Stodcton,  CA).  with  service  at 
Sacramento  and  Stockton  restricted  to 
towing  vessels  in  the  performance  of 
general  towage.  Applicant’s 
representative  is:  Leo  C.  Franey,  700 
World  Center  Bldg.,  918  Sixteenth  St., 
N.W..  Washington,  DC  20006. 

No.  FD  29248F.  By  decision  of 
February  19, 1980  issued  under  49  U.S.C. 
10926  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR 
Part  1151.  The  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  OMNI 
MOVING  &  STORAGE  OF  VIRGINIA. 
INC.,  of  Fairfax,  VA  of  Permit  No.  FF- 
362  issued  April  4, 1973  to  TRANS- 
AMERICAN  WORLD  TRANSIT.  INC.  Q. 
Robert  Green,  Receiver-in-bankruptcy), 
of  Forth  Worth,  TX  authorizing 
operations  as  a  freight  forwarder  (a)  of 
used  household  goods  and 
unaccompanied  baggage,  between 
points  in  the  United  States  (including  HI 
but  excluding  AK),  and  (b)  of  used  - 
automobiles  between  points  in  the 
United  States  (including  HI  but 
excluding  AK),  restricted  to  (b)  to  the 
transportation  of  export  and  import 
traffic.  Applicant's  representative  is: 
Alan  F.  Wohlstetter,  1700  K  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20006.  Transferee  holds 
no  authority  from  the  Commission. 

MC-FC-78000,  filed  January  16, 1979. 
Transferee:  LUTHER  WILHELMSEN, 
Burke,  SD  57523.  Transferor.  MELVIN 
WILLUWEIT,  Burke,  SD  57523.  By 
decision  of  May  16, 1979,  the  Motor 
Carrier  Board  approved  the  transfer  of 
Certificate  No.  MC-106470  issued 
January  28, 1976,  from  transferor  to 
transferee.  The  certificate  authorizes 
livestock,  from  Burke,  SD,  and  points  in 
SD  west  of  the  Missouri  River  and 
within  25  miles  of  Burke,  except 
Bonesteel,  Colome,  Dallas,  Fairfax, 
Gregory,  Herrick,  and  St.  Charles,  SD,  to 
Sioux  City,  lA;  livestock,  feed,  seed,  and 
agricultural  machinery  parts,  fi'om  Sioux 
City,  lA,  to  points  in  SD  west  of  the 
Missouri  River  and  within  25  miles  of 
Burke,  SD,  except  Bonesteel,  Colome, 


Dallas,  Fairfax,  Gregory,  Herrick,  and 
St.  Charles,  SD;  and  general 
commodities,  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  from  Sioux  City,  LA, 
to  Burke,  SD.  Representative:  Jack 
Gunvordahl,  P.O.  Box  352,  Burke,  SD 
57523.  petitions  for  reconsideration  of 
the  Board’s  decision  may  be  filed  within 
30  days  of  this  FR  notice.  Transferee 
holds  no  authority  from  the  Commission. 
An  application  seeking  TA  lease 
authority  has  not  been  filed. 

MC-FC-78187,  filed  May  29. 1979. 
Transferee:  C  AND  W  HORSE 
TRANSPORTA'nON,  INC.,  233  Pond 
Street,  Franklin,  MA  02038.  Transferor: 
LOWDER’S  HORSE  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
801  Atlanta  Street,  Roswell,  GA  30075. 
Representative:  Frank  J.  Weiner,  15 
Court  Square.  Boston,  MA  02108. 
Authority  sought  for  purchase  by 
transferee  of  operating  rights  of 
transferor  as  set  forth  in  Certificate  No. 
MC-138271  (Sub  2)  issued  August  26, 
1975,  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
horses,  other  than  ordinary  horses,  and, 
in  the  same  vehicle  therewith,  mascots, 
personal  effects  of  attendants,  and 
supplies  and  equipment  used  in  the  care, 
maintenance,  and  exhibition  of  such 
horses,  (1)  between  points  in  AL,  AR, 

FL.  GA.  LA,  KY.  MS.  NC.  SC,  and  TN; 
and  (2)  between  points  in  the  states 
named  in  (1)  above,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IL,  IN,  MI, 
MO.  OH.  TX.  VA,  and  WV.  Application 
has  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  49  U.S.C.  11349.  Transferee  holds 
authority  fi'om  the  Commission  under 
docket  number  MC-141775,  and  has 
filed  a  directly  related  gateway 
elimination  application. 

MC-FC-78354,  by  decision  of 
February  14, 1980  issued  under  49  U.S.C. 
10926  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR 
Part  1132.  The  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  BLAIR 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  of  Blair.  NE,  of 
Certificate  No.  MC-2052  issued 
December  5, 1973  to  BLAIR  TRANSFER, 
INC.,  of  Blair,  NE,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  general  commodities, 
with  the  usual  exceptions,  between 
Blair.  NE,  and  Council  Bluffs,  LA,  serving 
all  intermediate  points  and  the  off-route 
point  of  Orum,  NE,  one  a  defined  regular 
route;  and  over  irregular  routes, 
generally  the  transportation  of 
agricultural  commodities  and  household 
goods,  to  and  fi'om  named  points  in  NE, 
LA.  ND,  SD,  MN,  lA.  MO.  and  KS. 

Subject  to  the  following  conditions: 
Applicants  must  request  in  writing  that 
the  Conunission  modify  the  authority  in 
Certificate  No.  MC-2052  by  restricting 
its  third  paragraph  against  service  fi'om 


the  facilities  of  Blair  Manufacturing 
Company,  and  further  to  modify 
transferor’s  retained  authority  in 
Certificate  No.  MC-2052  (Sub-No.  6)  to 
restrict  its  authority  in  parts  (1)  and  (2) 
against  service  to  or  from  Council  Bluffs, 
LA.  Applicant’s  representative  is:  Arlyn 
L.  Westergren,  Suite  106,  7101  Mercy 
Road,  Omaha,  NE  68706.  Transferee  is 
not  a  carrier.  Temporary  lease  authority 
is  not  sought. 

MC-FC-78374.  By  decision  of 
February  1, 1980  issued  under  49  U.S.C. 
10926  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R. 
Part  1132.  The  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  CRAMMER 
INDUSTRIES.  INC.,  of  Grammer,  IN.  of 
Permit/No.  MC--53325  issued  October  30, 
1956  to  DAVID  C.  KEMPER,  d.b.a 
KEMPER  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  of 
Seymour.  IN,  authorizing  the 
tranportation  of  fertilizer,  from 
Louisville,  KY,  to  points  in  Indiana: 
empty  bags,  fertilizer  materials,  lime, 
and  sulphate  of  ammonia,  from  points  in 
Indiana  to  Louisville,  KY,  and  fertilizer, 
firom  St.  Bernard,  OH,  to  points  in 
Indiana  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Hwy  40. 
Applicant’s  representative  is:  Warren  C. 
Moberly,  320  North  Merdian  St.,  #777, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  Transferee  holds 
no  authority  from  the  Comiqission.  An 
application  seeking  temporary  lease 
authbrity  has  been  filed. 

MC-FC-78385.  By  decision  of 
February  1, 1980  issued  under  49  U.S.C. 
10926  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R. 
Part  1132.  The  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  ANDERSON 
TRUCK  LINES  OF  MINNESOTA,  INC., 
of  Hayward,  MN,  of/Certificate  No. 
MC-135874  Sub  106F  issued  August  21, 
1979  to  LTL  PERISHABLES.  INC.,  of 
South  St.  Paul.  MN.  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  foodstuffs  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  firom  Albert  Lea, 
MN,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Missouri,  and  Nebraska,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  facilities  of 
Miami  Margarine  Company  at  Albert 
Lea,  MN,  and  destined  to  points  in  the 
named  states.  Applicant’s 
representative  are:  Samuel  Rubenstein, 
301  North  Fifth  St.,  Minneapolis.  MN 
55403.  Paul  Nelson,  550  East  Fifth  St. 
South,  South  St.  Paul,  MN  55075. 
Transferee  holds  no  authority  fiom  the 
Commission.  TA  has  been  filed. 

MC-FC-78424.  By  decision  of 
February  4, 1980  issued  imder  49  U.S.C. 
10926  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R. 
Part  1132.  The  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  ALASKA 
TRANSFER  &  STORAGE,  INC.,  of 
Kodiak,  AK,  of/Certificate  No.  MC- 
126136  (Sub-No.  1)  issued  May  13. 1971 
to  CHARLES  A.  POWELL,  d.b.a. 
ALASKA  TRANSFER  &  STORAGE,  of 
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Kodiak,  AK,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value  and 
classes  A  and  B  explosives),  between 
points  on  Kodiak  Island,  AK,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Homer, 
Seldovia,  and  Seward,  AK;  and  between 
points  on  Kodiak  Island,  AK. 

Applicant’s  representative  is:  Charles  A. 
Powell,  P.O.  Box  605,  Kodiak,  AK  99615. 

MC-FC-78425.  By  decision  of 
February  4, 1980  issued  under  49  U.S.C. 
10926  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R. 
Part  1132.  The  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  JOHN  P. 
SERVICE  TRUCKING,  INC.,  of 
Washington,  PA  of/Certificate  No.  MC- 
5812  issued  May  11, 1976  to  JOHN  P. 
SERVICE,  d.b.a.  JOHN  P.  SERVICE 
TRUCKING,  of  Washington.  PA, 
authorizing  the  transportation  of 
Machinery,  size  or  weight  commodities, 
related  commodities,  and  self-propelled 
articles,  between  described  portions  of 
western  PA,  eastern  OH,  and  northern 
WV.  Applicant's  representative  is:  John 
A.  Pillar,  1500  Bank  Tower,  307  Fourth 
Ave„  Pittsburgh,  PA  15222.  Transferee 
holds  no  authority  from  this 
Commission.  An  application  seeking 
temporary  lease  authority  has  not  been 
nied. 

MC-FC-78426.  By  decision  of  January 

28, 1980  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  190926 
and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  Part 
1132.  The  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  EAST  SIDE  EXPRESS, 
INCORPORATED,  of  Chesterfield,  MD, 
of  Certificate  No.  MC-136991  issued 
(date  11/27/72)  to  MAVRIC, 
INCORPORATED,  of  St.  Louis,  MO,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Illinois  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Hwy  6,  Iowa,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Arizona, 
Oklahoma,  Kansas,  and  Nebraska. 
Applicant’s  representative  is;  Joseph  B. 
Pereles,  10  S.  Broadway,  St.  Louis,  MO 
63102.  Transferee  holds  no  authority 
from  the  Commission  an  application 
seeking  temporary  lease  authority  has 
not  been  filed. 

MC-FC-78431.  By  decision  of  January 

28, 1980  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  190926 
and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R.  Part 
1132.  The  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  BOPST  BUS  SER^CE, 
INC.,  of  Randallstown,  MD,  of 
Certificate  No.  MC-112716  (Sub-No.  1) 
issued  6/25/79  to  CRYSTAL  BALL 
TOURS,  INC.,  of  Randallstown,  MD, 
authorizing  the  transportation  of 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  charter 
operations,  (a)  from  Baltimore,  MD,  and 
points  in  Harford,  Baltimore,  Howard, 
and  Anne  Arundel  Counties,  MD  within 


20  miles  of  Baltimore,  to  Washington, 
DC,  New  York,  NY,  and  points  in 
Maryland,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  and  New 
Jersey,  within  150  miles  of  Baltimore, 
and  (b)  from  destination  points  named 
in  (l)(a)  above,  to  Baltimore,  MD,  and 
points  in  Harford,  Baltimore,  Howard, 
and  Anne  Arundel  Counties,  MD,  within 
20  miles  of  Baltimore;  (2)  passengers  and 
their  baggage  in  special  operations,  in 
round-trip  sightseeing  or  pleasure  tours, 
(a)  from  Baltimore,  MD,  to  Washington, 
DC,  New  York,  NY,  and  points  in 
Maryland,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  and  New 
Jersey,  within  150  miles  of  Baltimore, 
and  (b)  from  Washington,  DC,  New 
York,  NY,  and  points  in  Maryland, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Pennsylvania, 
Delaware,  and  New  Jersey,  within  150 
miles  of  Baltimore,  to  Baltimore,  MD, 
restricted  in  (1)  and  (2)  above  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  either 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  territory 
indicated.  Applicant’s  representative  is: 
Bruce  E.  Mitchell,  Attorney,  Suite  520 — 
3390  Peachtree  Road,  Atlanta,  GA  30326, 
(404)-262-7855.  No  TA  application  has 
been  filed.  Transferee  presently  holds 
no  authority. 

MC-FC-78432.  By  decision  of  January 

28, 1980  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10931  or 
10932  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R. 
1132,  The  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  ANN  L.  MORTON, 
Individual,  d.b.a.  MORTON 
TRANSPORTATION  OF  WORCESTER, 
MA,  of  Certificate  of  Registration  No. 
MC-85553  (Sub-No.  1)  issued  11/1/63,  to 
LEO  A.  MORTON,  Individual  d.b.a. 
MORTON  TRANSPORTATION, 
Worchester,  MA,  evidencing  a  right  to 
engage  in  transportation  in  interstate 
commerce  corresponding  in  scope  to 
state  certificate  No.  5985  dated  February 
18, 1947  issued  by  the  Massachusetts 
Department  of  Public  Utilities.  The 
Certificate  of  Registration  authorizes  the 
following:  Furniture,  pianos,  property  in 
bundles  and  containers  and 
manufachired  products  cinywhere  in  the 
Commonweeilth,  over  irregular  routes. 
Applicant’s  representative  is:  Ann  L. 
Morton,  4  Dearborn  Street,  Worcester, 
MA  01604.  No  TA  application  has  been 
filed.  Transferee  presently  holds  no 
authority. 

MC-FC-788433.  By  decision  of 
February  4, 1980  issued  under  49  U.S.C. 
10926  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  C.F.R. 
Part  1132.  The  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  A.  I. 

WORTHEY,  of  Prosser,  WA,  of  Permit 
MC-141732  issued  April  5, 1977  to 
VARCO  TRUCKING  INC.,  of  Yakima, 
WA,  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
Fruit  juice  and  fruit  juice  concentrates 


(except  in  bulk).  From  points  in  Yakima 
and  Chelan  Coimties,  Wash.,  to  points 
in  California  and  Oregon,  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Tree  Top,  Incorporated,  of  Selah,  Wash.  ' 
Applicant’s  representative  is:  K.  Denny 
'  Colvin,  Attorney  P.O.  Box  1265,  Yakima, 
WA  98907. 

[FR  Doc.  aO-7931  nied  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  7035-01-M 


Rnance  Matters;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications  seek 
approval  to  consolidate,  purchase, 
merge,  lease  operating  rights  and 
properties,  or  acquire  control  of  motor 
carriers  pursuant  to  49  U.S.C.  11343  or 
11344.  Also,  applications  directly  related 
to  these  motor  finance  applications 
(such  as  conversions,  gateway 
eliminations,  and  securities  issuances) 
may  be  involved. 

The  applications  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  240  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.240). 
These  rules  provide,  among  other  things, 
that  opposition  to  the  granting  of  an 
application  must  be  filed  with  the 
commission  within  30  days  after  the 
date  of  notice  of  filing  of  the  application 
is  published  in  the  F^eral  Register. 
Failure  seasonably  to  oppose  will  be 
construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposition  and 
participation  in  the  proceeding. 
Opposition  under  these  rules  should 
comply  with  Rule  240(c)  of  the  Rules  of 
Practice  which  requires  that  it  set  forth 
specifically  the  grounds  upon  which  it  is 
made,  and  specify  with  particularity  the 
facts,  matters  and  things  relied  upon, 
but  shall  not  include  issues  or 
allegations  phrased  generally. 

Opposition  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
rules  may  be  rejected.  The  original  and 
one  copy  of  any  protest  shall  be  filed 
with  the  Commission,  and  a  copy  shall 
also  be  served  upon  applicant’s 
representative  or  applicant  if  no 
representative  is  named.  If  the  protest 
includes  a  request  for  oral  hearing,  the 
request  shall  meet  the  requirements  of 
Rule  240(c)(4)  of  the  special  rules  and 
shall  include  the  certification  required. 

Section  240(e)  further  provides,  in 
part,  that  an  applicant  who  does  not 
intend  timely  to  prosecute  its 
application  shall  promptly  request  its 
dismissal. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice  or  order  which 
be  served  on  each  party  of  record. 
Broadening  amendments  will  not  be 
accepted  after  the  date  of  this 
publication  except  for  good  cause 
shown. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  52  /  Friday,  March  14,  1980  /  Notices 


16587 


Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administratively  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  transaction 
proposed.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modifled  to  conform  with 
Commission  policy. 

We  find  with  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  impediments  (e.g., 
jurisdictional  problems,  unresolved 
fltness  questions,  questions  involving 
possible  unlawful  control,  or  improper 
divisions  of  operating  rights)  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated,  in 
accordance  with  the  applicable 
provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  11301, 11302, 
11343, 113^,  and  11349,  and  with  the 
Commission's  rules  and  regulations,  that 
the  proposed  transaction  should  be 
authorized  as  stated  below.  Except 
where  specifically  noted  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  does  it  appear 
to  qualify  as  a  major  regulatory  action 
under  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  those  proceedings  containing  a 
statement  or  note  that  dual  operations 
are  or  may  be  involved  we  find, 
preliminarily  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
issue  being  raised  by  a  protestant,  that 
the  proposed  dual  operations  are 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  national  transportation  policy 
subject  to  the  right  of  the  Commission, 
which  is  expressly  reserved,  to  impose 
such  conditions  as  it  finds  necessary  to 
insure  that  applicant’s  operations  shall 
conform  to  the  provisions  of  49  U.S.C. 
10930. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests  as  to  the  finance  application  or 
any  application  directly  related  thereto 
filed  within  30  days  of  publication  (or,  if 
the  application  later  becomes 
unopposed),  appropriate  authority  will 
be  issued  to  ea^  applicant  (except 
those  with  impediments)  upon 
compliance  with  certain  requirements 
which  will  be  set  forth  in  a  notification 
of  effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice. 

To  the  extent  that  the  authority  sought 
below  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
existing  authority,  the  duplication  shall 
not  be  construed  as  conferring  more 
than  a  single  operating  right. 

Applicant(s)  must  comply  with  all 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant  or 
grants  of  authority  within  die  time 
period  specified  in  the  notice  of 
effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice,  or 
the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied.  • 

MC-F-14273F,  filed  December  20, 

1979.  ANDERSON  TRUCKING 
SERVICE,  INC.  (Anderson),  203  Cooper 
Avenue,  North,  St.  Cloud,  MN  56301 — 
Purchase  (portion) — International 


Contract  Carriers,  Inc.  (International) 
(P.O.  Box  1218,  Freeport  Center,  n 
Clearfield,  UT  84016).  Representative: 
Robert  D.  Gisvold,  1000  First  National 
Bank  Bldg,  Minneapolis,  MN  55402. 
Anderson  seeks  to  pmchase  the 
interstate  operating  rights  and  property 
of  International.  Harold  E.  Anderson, 
the  majority  stockholder  of  Anderson, 
seeks  to  acquire  control  of  said  rights 
and  property  through  the  transaction. 
Anderson  is  purchasing  the  interstate 
operating  rights  of  International  that  are 
contained  in  Certificates  MC-139468  and 
sub-numbers  thereunder,  which 
authorize  the  transportation  of  the 
following:  (1)  Metal  buildings,  parts  for 
metal  buildings,  and  pipe.  From  the 
facilities  of  National  Steel  Products 
Company,  Inc.,  at  Houston,  TX,  to  points 
in  AR,  LA,  TN,  MS,  AL,  GA,  FL,  SC,  and 
NC,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
National  Steel  Products  Company,  Inc., 
of  Houston,  TX.  (2)  Metal  buildings  and 
related  parts  and  equipment.  From  the 
plantsite  of  National  Steel  Products 
Company,  Inc.  at  or  near  Terre  Haute, 

IN  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  IL,  LA, 
KS,  KY,  MN,  MO,  MT,  NE,  NV,  NM,  ND, 

OK,  OR,  SD,  UT,  VA,  WA,  WV,  WI,  and 
WY,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
National  Steel  Products  Co.,  Inc.  (3)(a) 
Buildings,  complete,  knocked  down  and 
in  sections:  (b)  Building  sections  and 
building  panels:  (c)  Parts  and 
accessories  used  in  the  installation  and 
completion  of  the  commodities  (a)  and 
(b)  above,  and  (d)  Prefabricated 
structural  components  and  panels,  and 
accessories  used  in  the  installation  and 
completion  thereof.  From  the  facilities  of 
National  Steel  Products  Company,  Inc. 
at  or  near  LaGrange,  GA,  to  points  in 
AL,  FL,  GA,  KY,  MS,  NC,  SC,  TN,  VA, 
and  WV,  under  continuing  contracts(s) 
with  National  Steel  Products  Company, 
Inc.  (4)  Metal  buildings,  parts  for  metal 
buildings,  and  pipe,  (a)  between  the 
plantsites  of  National  Steel  Products 
Company,  Inc.  at  or  near  Houston,  TX 
and  at  or  near  Terre  Haute,  IN,  and  (b) 
From  the  plantsite  of  National  Steel 
Products  Company,  Inc.  at  or  near 
Houston,  TX  to  points  in  OK,  KS,  NE, 

SD,  ND,  NM,  CO,  WY,  MT,  ID,  UT,  AZ, 

NV,  OR,  WA,  and  CA,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  National  Steel  Products 
Company,  Inc.,  of  Houston,  TX.  (5)(a) 
Buildings,  complete,  knocked  down,  and 
in  sections:  (b)  Building  sections  and 
building  panels:  (c)  Parts  and 
accessories  used  in  the  manufachire, 
installation  and  completion  of  the 
commodities  in  (a)  and  (b)  above;  (d) 
Machinery,  materials,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufactxuing  and  storage  of  the 
commodities  in  (a)  tlu'ough  (c)  above;  (e) 
Prefabricated  structural  components 


and  panels,  and  accessories  used  in  the 
installation  and  completion  thereof, 
between  the  facilities  of  National  Steel 
Products  Company,  Inc.  at  or  near 
Houston,  TX,  LaGrange,  GA,  and  Terre 
Haute,  IN,  and  (a)  buildings,  complete, 
knocked  down,  and  in  sections,  (b) 
building  sections  and  building  panels, 

(c)  Parts  and  accessories  used  in  the 
manufacture,  installation  and 
completion  of  the  commodities  in  (a) 
and  (b)  above,  (d)  prefabricated 
structural  components  and  panels,  and 
accessories,  used  in  the  installation  and 
completion  thereof,  (i)  from  the 
plantsites  of  Nation^  Steel  Products 
Company,  Inc.,  at  or  near  LaGrange,  GA, 
to  points  in  CT,  DE,  IN,  ME,  MD,  MA, 

MI.  NH,  NJ.  NY,  OH,  PA,  RI.  and  VT. 
and  (ii)  from  the  plantsites  of  National 
Steel  I^oducts  Company.  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Terre  Haute,  IN,  to  points  in  CT.  DE, 

ME.  MD.  MA.  ML  NH.  NJ.  NY.  NC,  OH, 
PA,  RI,  TN,  and  VT,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  National 
Steel  Products  Company,  Inc.  (6) 
Buildings  and  building  sections,  from 
the  facilities  of  National  Steel  Products, 
Inc.,  at  Terre  Haute.  IN,  to  points  in  AK, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
National  Steel  Products  Company,  Inc. 
(7)  Buildings,  building  sections  and  pipe, 
fix)m  the  facilities  of  National  Steel 
Products  Company.  Inc.,  at  Houston,  TX, 
to  points  in  AK,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  National  Steel  Products 
Company,  Inc.,  of  Houston,  TX.  (8) 
Materials,  supplies  and  equipment  used 
in  the  manufacturing,  distribution  and 
storage  of  buildings,  building  sections, 
building  panels,  prefabricated  structural 
component's  and  panels,  and  related 
accessories,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles).  From  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  to  facilities  used  by  National 
Steel  Products  Company,  Inc.,  at 
Houston,  TX,  LaGrange.  GA,  and  Terre 
Haute.  IN,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  National  Steel  Products  Company. 
Inc,  (9)  Window  and  window  frames, 
door  and  doorframes,  from  the  facilities 
of  National  Steel  Products  Co..  Inc.  at  or 
near  Monroe  and  Shreveport  LA,  to 
points  in  AL,  AR,  GA,  IL.  IN,  lA.  KS.  KY. 

MN.  MS.  MO.  NE.  OK.  TN.  TX.  and  WI. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
National  Steel  Products  Co.,  Inc.,  of 
Houston,  TX.  (10)  Materials,  supplies 
and  equipment  used  in  the 
manufacturing,  processing  and 
distributing  of  the  commodities 
described  in  (9)  above,  from  points  in 
AL.  AR.  GA.  IL.  IN.  lA.  KS.  KY,  MN.  MS, 

MO.  NE,  OK.  TN.  TX  and  WI.  to  the 
facilities  of  National  Steel  Products  Co., 
Inc.  at  or  near  Monroe  and  Shreveport, 
LA,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
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National  Steel  Products  Co..  Inc.,  of 
Houston,  TX.  (11)  Iron  and  steel 
sheeting  and  coil,  from  the  facilities  of 
Midwest  Steel  Division.  National  Steel 
Corporation,  at  or  near  Portage,  IN,  to 
points  in  the  St.  Louis,  MO  Commercial 
Zone,  under  continuing  contract(s]  with 
Midwest  Steel  Division.  National  Steel 
Corp.,  of  Pittsburgh,  PA.  (12)  Lumber, 
from  Kooskia  and  Princeton,  ID,  and 
Clarkston,  WA,  to  points  in  AZ,  KY, 

NM.  OK  JX,  CO.  UT,  and  WY,  restricted 
to  trafRc  originating  at  (a)  the  facilities 
used  by  Bennett  Sales  Co.,  at  Kooskia, 
ID,  (b)  the  facilities  of  Bennett  Lumber 
Products,  Inc.,  at  Princeton,  ID,  and  (c) 
the  facilities  of  Guy  Bennett  Lumber  Co., 
at  Clarkston,  WA.  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Bennett  Sales  Co.,  and 
(13)(a)  Buildings,  complete,  knocked 
down,  and  in  sections,  (b)  building 
sections  and  building  panels,  (c)  parts 
and  accessories  used  mihe 
manufactiu^,  installation,  and 
completion  of  the  commodities  in  (a) 
and  (b)  above,  and  (d)  prefabricated 
structural  components  and  panels,  and 
accessories,  used  in  the  installation  and 
completion  thereof,  (i)  from  the 
plantisites  of  National  Steel  Products 
Company,  Inc.,  at  or  near  LaGrange,  GA, 
to  points  in  AR,  IL,  KS,  LA,  MO,  OK,  and 
TX,  (ii)  from  the  plantsites  of  National 
Steel  ^oducts  Company,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Terre  Haute,  IN,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  LA, 
MS,  and  TX,  and  (iii)  from  the  plantsites 
of  National  Steel  Products  Company, 

Inc.,  at  or  near  Houston,  TX,  to  points  in 
IL.  IN,  lA,  KY.  MN.  MO,  and  WI,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  National 
Steel  Products  Compcmy,  Inc.,  of 
Houston,  TX.  Anderson  is  a  motor 
common  carrier  of  general  and  specifred 
commodities  throu^out  points  in  the 
United  States,  pursuant  to  certificates  in 
MC-95876  and  sub-niunbers  thereunder. 
Harold  E.  Anderson  also  controls  K&W 
Trucking  Co.,  Inc.,  a  motor  Common 
Carrier  which  holds  authority  pursuant 
to  certificates  in  MC-125551  and  sub¬ 
numbers  thereunder.  (Hearing  site:  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT,  or  Houston,  TX.) 

Notes. — (1)  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority.  (2)  A  directly  related 
conversion  application  has  been  filed  in  MC- 
95876  (Sub-No.  332F),  and  published  in  this 
same  Federal  Register  notice.  Anderson  is 
seeking  authority  to  convert  the  authority 
above  from  contract  to  common  carrier 
authority. 

Operating  Rights  Application(s)  Directly 
Related  to  Finance  Proceedings 

The  following  operating  rights 
application(s)  are  filed  in  connection 
with  pending  finance  applications  under 
Section  11343  (formerly  Section  5(2))  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  or  seek 
tacking  and/or  gateway  elimination  in 


connection  with  transfer  applications 
under  Section  10926  (formerly  Section 
212(b))  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

On  applications  filed  before  March  1, 
1979,  an  original  and  one  copy  of 
protests  to  the  granting  of  authorities 
must  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
within  30  days  after  the  date  of  this 
Federal  Register  notice.  Such  protests 
shall  conform  with  Special  Rule  247(e) 
of  the  Commission’s  General  Rules  of 
Practice  (49  CFR  1100.247)  and  include  a 
concise  statement  of  protestant’s 
interest  in  the  proceeding  and  copies  of 
its  conflicting  authorities. 

Applications  filed  on  or  after  March  1, 
1979,  are  governed  by  Special  Rule  247 
of  the  Commission’s  General  Rules  of 
Practice  also  but  are  subject  to  petitions 
to  intervene  either  with  or  without 
leave.  An  original  and  one  copy  of  the 
petition  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  within  30  days  after  date  of 
publication.  A  petition  for  intervention 
must  comply  with  Rule  247(k)  which 
requires  petitioner  to  demonstrate  that  it 

(1)  holds  operating  authority  permitting 
performance  of  any  of  the  service  which 
the  applicant  seeks  authority  to  perform, 

(2)  has  the  necessary  equipment  and 
facilities  for  performing  that  service,  and 

(3)  has  performed  service  within  the 
scope  of  the  application  either  (a)  for 
those  supporting  the  application,  or,  (b) 
where  the  service  is  not  limited  to  the 
facilities  of  particular  shippers,  from  and 
to,  or  between,  any  of  the  involved 
points.  Persons  imable  to  intervene 
under  Rule  247(k)  may  file  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  under  Rule  247(1) 
setting  forth  the  specific  groimds  upon 
which  it  is  made,  including  a  detailed 
statement  of  petitioner’s  interest,  the 
particular  facts,  matters,  and  things 
relied  upon,  the  extent  to  which 
petitioner’s  interest  will  be  represented 
by  other  parties,  the  extent  to  which 
petitioner’s  participation  may 
reasonably  be  expected  to  assist  in  the 
development  of  a  sound  record,  and  the 
extent  to  which  participation  by  the 
petitioner  would  broaden  the  issues  or 
delay  the  proceeding. 

Verified  statements  in  opposition 
should  not  be  tendered  at  this  time.  A 
copy  of  the  protest  or  petition  to 
intervene  shall  be  served  concurrently 
upon  applicant’s  representative  or 
applicant  if  no  representative  is  named. 

Each  applicant  states  that  approval  of 
its  application  will  not  significantly 
affect  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  nor  involve  a  major 
regulatory  action  imder  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

MC  59617  (Sub-5F),  filed:  July  20. 1979. 
Applicant:  WARE’S  VAN  AND 
STORAGE  CO.,  INC.,  1344  Northwest 


Boulevard,  Vineland,  NJ  06360. 
Representative:  B.  W.  LaTourette,  Jr.,  11 
S.  Meramec,  Suite  1400,  St.  Louis.  MO 
63105.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Household 
goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commission 
between  points  in  Cumberland  and 
Salem  Coimties,  NJ  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  PA,  MD.  DE, 
VA.  NY,  CT.  RI.  MA.  OH.  DC  and  WV. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

Note,— This  application  is  directly  related 
to  a  Section  5  application  (Ware’s  Van  and 
Storage  Co.,  Inc. — Purchase  (Portion) — 
Young’s  Express,  et  al.,  docketed  MC-F- 
14023,  published  in  a  previous  section  of  this 
FR  issue.  The  purpose  of  this  application  is  to 
eliminate  all  existing  gateways  contained  in 
the  certificates  of  Ware’s  Van  &  Storage  Co.. 
Inc.  and  Young’s  Express,  Inc.  The  common 
points  involved  are  the  Philadelphia,  PA 
commercial  zone  and  those  areas  in  NJ 
within  twenty-five  (25)  air  miles  of  Vineland, 
NJ,  such  as  Gloucester,  Salem,  and 
Cumberland  Counties,  NJ. 

MC  2770  (Sub-24F),  filed:  December 
27. 1979.  Applicant:  SANBORN’S 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  550  Forest 
Avenue,  Portland,  ME  04101. 
Representative:  Mary  E.  Kelley,  22 
Steams  Avenue,  Medford,  MA  02155.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes 
A  &  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 

Commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment)  between 
Hartford,  CT  and  Scranton,  PA,  firom 
Hartford  over  Interstate  Hwy  84  to 
Scranton,  and  return,  serving  the 
intermediate  and  off-route  points  in  that 
part  of  PA  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  MD-PA  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Hwy  15  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  11,  thence  over  U.S.  Hwy  11  to 
jimction  U.S.  Hwy  6;  and  on  and  south 
of  U.S.  Hwy  6  from  said  junction  of  U.S. 
Hwys  6  and  11  to  the  PA-NY  State  Line 
in  connection  with  carrier’s  otherwise 
authorized  regular  route  operations  in 
PA.  (Hearing  Site:  Boston,  MA  or 
Portland,  ME.) 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  application  is  to 
eliminate  New  York  City  as  the  gateway 
point.  This  matter  is  directly  related  to  MC- 
F-13833,  published  in  the  January  25, 1979, 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Finance  Applications 

The  following  applications  seek 
approval  to  consolidate,  purchase, 
merge,  lease  operating  ri^ts  and 
properties,  or  acquire  control  through 
ownership  of  stock,  of  rail  carriers  or 
motor  carriers  pursuant  to  Sections 
11343  (formerly  Section  5(2))  or  11349 
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(formerly  Section  210a(b))  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests 
against  the  granting  of  the  requested 
authority  must  be  ^ed  with  the 
Commission  within  30  days  after  the 
date  of  this  Federal  Register  notice. 

Such  protest  shall  comply  with  Special 
Rules  240(c)  or  240(d)  of  the 
Commission’s  General  Rules  of  PAictice 
(49  CFR  1100.240)  and  shall  include  a 
concise  statement  of  protestant’s 
interest  in  the  proceeding.  A  copy  of  the 
protest  shall  be  served  concurrently 
upon  applicant’s  representative,  or 
applicant,  if  no  representative  is  named. 

^ch  applicant  states  that  approval  of 
its  application  will  not  significantly 
affect  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  nor  involve  a  major 
regidatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

MC-F-14023F,  filed:  May  11, 1979. 
Applicant:  WARE’S  VAN  AND 
STORAGE  CO..  INC.,  1344  Northwest 
Boulevard,  Vineland,  NJ  08360,  and 
YOUNG’S  EXPRESS  &  UNITED  JERSEY 
BANK/CITY  NA'nONAL,  now  known 
as  UJB/CUMBERLAND  NATIONAL,  by 
virtue  of  merger,  470  North  Delsea  Drive, 
Vineland,  NJ  08360.  Authority  sought 
under  Section  5.  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  for  the  purchase.  Household  Goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission  between 
points  in  Cumberland  and  Salem 
Counties,  NJ  on  the  one  hand,  and  on 
the  other,  points  in  Pennsylvania, 
Maryland,  Delaware.  Virginia,  New 
York,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island, 
Massachusetts,  Ohio,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  West  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary. 
Applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  DC. 

Dedsion-Notice 

The  following  operating  rights 
applications,  filed  on  or  after  March  1, 
1979,  are  filed  in  connection  with 
pending  finance  applications  under  49 
U.S.C.  10926, 11343  or  11344.  The 
applications  are  governed  by  Special 
Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s  C^neral 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.247). 

These  rules  provide,  among  other  things, 
that  a  petition  to  intervene  either  with  or 
without  leave  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  within  30  days  after  the 
date  of  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  with  a  copy  being  furnished 
the  applicant.  Protests  to  these 
applications  will  be  rejected. 

A  petition  for  intervention  without 
leave  must  comply  with  Rule  247(k) 
which  requires  petitioner  to  demonstrate 
that  it  (1)  holds  operating  authority 
permitting  performance  of  any  of  the 
service  which  the  applicant  seeks 
authority  to  perform,  (2)  has  the 


necessary  equipment  and  facilities  for 
performing  that  service,  and  (3)  has 
peformed  service  within  the  scope  of  the 
application  either  (a)  for  those 
supporting  the  application,  or.  (b)  where 
the  service  is  not  limited  to  the  facilities 
of  particular  shippers,  from  and  to,  or 
between,  any  of  Ae  involved  points. 

Persons  unable  to  intervene  under 
Rule  247(k)  may  file  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  under  Rule  247(1).  In 
deciding  whether  to  grant  leave  to 
intervene,  the  Commission  considers, 
among  other  things,  whether  petitioner 
has  (a)  solicited  ^e  traffic  or  business  of 
those  persons  uspporting  the 
application,  or,  (b)  where  the  identity  of 
those  supporting  the  appliction  is  not 
included  in  the  published  application 
notice,  has  solicited  traffic  or  business 
identical  to  any  part  of  that  sought  by 
applicant  within  the  affected 
marketplace.  Another  factor  considered 
is  the  effects  of  any  decision  on 
petitioner’s  interests. 

Samples  of  petitions  and  the  text  and 
explanation  of  the  intervention  rules  can 
be  found  at  43  FR  50908,  as  modified  at 
43  FR  60277.  Petitions  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  these  rules  may  be 
rejected.  Note  that  Rule  247(e),  where 
not  inconsistent  with  the  intervention 
rules,  still  applies.  Especially  refer  to 
Rule  247(e)  for  requirements  as  to 
supplying  a  copy  of  conflicting  authority, 
serving  the  petition  on  applicant’s 
representative,  and  oral  hearing 
requests. 

Action  247(f)  provides  that  an 
applicant  which  does  not  intent  timely 
to  prosecute  its  application  shall 
promptly  request  that  it  be  dismissed, 
and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an 
application  under  the  procedures  of  the 
Commission  will  result  in  its  dismissal. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record.  Broadening  amendments  wiU  not 
be  accepted  after  ffie  date  of  this 
publication. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administratively  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  service  proposed 
below.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modified  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings:  With  the  exceptions  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  fitness  questions, 
and  jurisdictional  problems)  we  find, 
preliminarily,  that  each  applicant  has 
demonstrated  that  its  proposed  service 
is  either  (a)  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity,  or,  (b)  will 
be  consitent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  transportation  policy  of  49  U.S.C. 


10101.  Each  applicant  is  fit,  %villing.  and 
able  properly  to  perform  the  service 
proposed  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  Title  43,  Subtitle  IV. 
United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
specifically  noted,  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  a  major 
regidatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  those  proceedings  containing  a 
statement  or  note  that  dual  operations 
are  or  may  be  involved  we  find, 
preliminarily  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
issue  being  raised  by  a  protestant,  that 
the  proposed  dual  operations  are 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  national  transportation  policy 
subject  to  the  right  of  the  Commission, 
which  is  expressly  reserved,  to  impose 
such  conditions  as  it  finds  necessary  to 
insure  that  applicant’s  operations  shall 
conform  to  the  provisions  of  49  U.S.C. 
10930. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests  as  to  the  finance  application  or 
the  following  operating  rights 
applications  directly  related  thereto 
filed  on  or  before  April  14, 1980  (or,  if 
the  application  later  becomes 
unopposed),  appropriate  authority  will 
be  issued  to  each  applicant  (except 
those  with  duly  noted  problems)  upon 
compliance  with  certain  requirements 
which  will  be  set  forth  in  a  notification 
of  effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice. 

Applicant(s)  must  comply  with  all 
conations  set  forth  in  the  grant  or 
grants  of  authority  within  the  time 
period  specified  in  the  notice  by 
effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice,  or 
the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

Decided:  February  29, 1980. 

By  the  Commission.  Review  Board  Number 
5,  Members  Krock,  Taylor  and  Williams. 

MG  95876  (Sub-332F),  filed  December 
20, 1979.  Applicant:  ANDERSON 
TRUCKING  SERVICE,  INC.— 

Conversion.  203  Cooper  Avenue  North, 

St.  Cloud,  MN  56301.  Representative: 
Robert  D.  Gisvold,  1000  First  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Minneapolis,  MN  55402.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  Metal  buildings,  parts 
for  metal  buildings,  and  pipe,  fitim  the 
facilities  of  National  Steel  Products 
Company,  Inc.,  at  Houston,  TX,  to  points 
in  A^  LA.  TN.  MS,  AL,  GA,  FL,  SC,  and 
NC,  (2)  Metal  buildings  and  related 
parts  and  equipment,  from  the  plantsite 
of  National  Steel  Products  Company, 

Inc.  at  or  near  Terre  Haute,  IN  to  points 
in  AZ.  CA.  CO,  ID.  IL,  lA.  KS.  KY.  MN. 
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MO,  MT,  NE,  NV,  MN,  ND,  OK,  OR,  SD, 
UT,  VA,  WA,  WV,  WI.  and  WY,  (3)  (a) 
Buildings,  complete,  knocked  down  and 
in  sections;  (b)  Building  sections  and 
building  panels;  (c)  Parts  and 
accessories  used  in  the  installation  and 
completion  of  the  commodities  (a)  and 
(b)  above,  and  (d)  Prefabricated 
structural  components  and  panels,  and 
accessories  used  in  the  installation  and 
completion  thereof,  from  the  facilities  of 
National  Steel  Products  Company,  Inc. 
at  or  near  LaGrange,  GA,  to  points  in 
AL,  FL,  GA,  KY,  MS,  NC,  SC,  TN,  VA, 
and  WV,  (4)  Metal  buildings,  parts  for 
metal  buildings,  and  pipe,  (a)  Between 
the  plantsites  of  National  Steel  Products 
Company,  Inc.  at  or  near  Houston,  TX 
and  at  or  near  Terre  Haute,  IN,  and  (b) 
From  the  plantsite  of  National  Steel 
Products  Company,  Inc.  at  or  near 
Houston,  TX  to  points  in  OK,  KS,  NE, 

SD,  ND,  MN,  CO,  WY,  MT,  ID,  UT,  AZ, 
NV,  OR,  WA,  and  CA,  (5)  (a)  Buildings, 
complete,  knocked  down  and  in 
sections;  (b)  Building  sections  and 
building  panels;  (c)  Parts  and 
accessories  used  in  the  manufacture, 
installation  and  completion  of  the 
commodities  in  (a)  and  (b)  above;  and 
(d)  Machinery,  materials,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacturing  and  storage 
of  the  commodities  in  (a)  through  (c) 
above;  (e)  Prefabricated  structural 
components  and  panels,  and  accessories 
used  in  the  installation  and  completion 
thereof,  between  the  facilities  of 
National  Steel  Products  Company,  Inc. 
at  or  near  Houston,  TX,  LaGrange,  Ga, 
and  Terre  Haute,  IN,  and  (a)  buildings, 
complete,  knocked  down,  and  in 
sections,  (b)  building  sections  and 
building  panels,  (c)  parts  and 
accessories  used  in  the  manufacture, 
installation  and  completion  of  the 
commodities  in  (a)  and  (b)  above,  (d) 
prefabricated  structural  components 
and  panels,  and  accessories  used  in  the 
installation  and  completion  thereof,  (i) 
from  the  plantsites  of  National  Steel 
Products  Company,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
LaGrange,  GA,  to  points  in  CT,  DE,  IN, 
ME,  MD,  MA,  MI,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  OH,  PA, 
RI,  and  VT,  and  (ii)  from  the  plantsites 
of  National  Steel  F^ducts  Company, 

Inc.,  at  or  near  Terre  Haute,  IN,  to  points 
in  CT,  DE,  ME,  MD,  MA,  MI,  NH,  NJ, 

NY,  NC,  OH,  PA,  RI,  SC,  TN,  and  VT,  (6) 
Buildings  and  building  sections,  &x)m 
the  facilities  of  National  Steel  Products, 
Company,  Inc.,  at  Terre  Haute,  IN,  to 
points  in  AK,  (7)  Buildings,  building 
sections  and  pipe,  from  the  facilities  of 
National  Steel  Products  Company,  Inc., 
at  Houston,  TX,  to  points  in  AK,  (8) 
Materials,  supplies  and  equipment  used 
in  the  manufacturing,  distribution  and 
storage  of  buildings,  building  sections. 


building  panels,  prefabricated  structural 
components  and  panels,  and  related 
accessories,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles],  from  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  to  facilities  used  by  National 
Steel  Products  Company,  Inc.  at 
Houston,  TX,  LaGrange,  GA,  and  Terre 
Haute,  IN,  (9)  Window  and  window 
frames,  door  and  door  frames,  from  the 
facilities  of  National  Steel  Products 
Company,  Inc.  at  or  near  Monroe  and 
Shreveport,  LA,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  GA, 
IL,  IN,  lA,  KS,  KY,  MN,  MS.  MO.  NE, 

OK,  TO,  TX,  and  WI,  (10)  Materials, 
supplies  and  equipment  used  in  the 
manufacturing,  processing  and 
distributing  of  the  commodities 
described  in  (9)  above,  from  points  in 
AL.  AR.  GA.  IL.  IN,  lA,  KS,  KY.  MN.  MS. 
MO.  NE.  OK.  TO.  TX  and  WI.  to  the 
facilities  of  National  Steel  Products 
Company,  Inc.  at  or  near  Monroe  and 
Shreveport,  LA,  (11)  Iron  and  steel 
sheeting  and  coil,  from  the  facilities  of 
Midwest  Steel  Division,  National  Steel 
Corporation,  at  or  near  Portage,  IN,  to 
points  in  the  St.  Louis,  MO  Commercial 
Zone,  (12)  Lumber,  from  Kooskia  and 
Princeton,  ID,  and  Clarkston,  WA,  to 
points  in  AZ,  KY,  NM,  OK.  TX,  CO,  UT, 
and  WY,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  (a)  the  facilities  used  by  Bennett  Sales 
Co.,  at  Kooskia,  ID,  (b)  the  facilities  of 
Bennett  Lumber  Products,  Inc.,  at 
Princeton,  ID,  and  (c)  the  facilities  of 
Guy  Bennett  Lumber  Go.,  at  Clarkston, 
WA,  and  (13)  (a)  Buildings,  complete, 
knocked  down,  and  in  sections,  (b) 
building  sections  and  building  panels, 

(c)  parts  and  accessories  used  in  the 
manufacture,  installation,  and 
completion  of  the  commodities  in  (a) 
and  (b)  above,  and  (d)  prefabricated 
structural  components  and  panels,  and 
accessories,  used  in  the  installation  and 
completion  thereof,  (i)  frt)m  the 
plaintsites  of  National  Steel  Products 
Company,  Inc.,  at  or  near  LaGrange,  GA. 
to  points  in  AR,  IL,  KS,  LA,  MO,  OK,  and 
TX,  (ii)  from  the  plantsites  of  National 
Steel  Ifroducts  Company.  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Terre  Haute.  IN,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  LA, 
MS,  and  TX,  and  (iii)  from  the  plantsites 
of  National  Steel  Products  Compeuiy, 

Inc.,  at  or  near  Houston,  TX,  to  points  in 
IL,  IN.  lA,  KY.  MN.  MO.  and  WI. 

(Hearing  site:  Houston,  TX,  or  Salt  Lake 
City.  UT.) 

Note. — ^This  application,  which  seeks  to 
convert  contract  carrier  authority  to  common 
carrier  authority,  is  directly  related  to  a 
proceeding  pursuant  to  49  U.S.C.  11343  in 
MC-F-14273F,  published  in  this  same  Federal 
Register  issue. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7932  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01 


Permanent  Authority  Decisions; 
Decision*Notice 

The  following  applications,  Bled  on  or 
after  March  1, 1979,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.247). 
These  niles  provide,  among  other  ^ings, 
that  a  petition  for  intervention,  either  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  the 
granting  of  an  application,  must  be  filed 
with  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  the  date  notice  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Protests  (such  as  were  allowed  to  filings 
prior  to  March  1, 1979)  will  be  rejected. 
A  petition  for  intervention  without  leave 
must  comply  with  Rule  247(k]  which 
requires  petitioner  to  demonstrate  that  it 

(1)  holds  operating  authority  permitting 
performance  of  any  of  the  service  which 
the  applicant  seeks  authority  to  perform, 

(2)  has  the  necessary  equipment  and 
facilities  for  performing  that  service,  and 

(3)  has  performed  service  within  the 
scope  of  the  application  either  (a)  for 
those  supporting  the  application,  or,  (b) 
where  the  service  is  not  limited  to  the 
facilities  of  particular  shippers,  from  and 
to,  or  between,  any  of  the  involved 
points. 

Persons  unable  to  intervene  under 
Rule  247(k)  may  file  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  under  Rule  247(1)  setting 
forth  the  specific  grounds  upon  which  it 
is  made,  including  a  detailed  statement 
of  petitioner’s  interest,  the  particular 
facts,  matters,  and  things  relied  upon, 
including  the  extent,  if  any,  to  which 
petitioner  (a)  has  solicited  the  traffic  or 
business  of  Aose  supporting  the 
application,  or,  (b)  where  the  identity  of 
those  supporting  the  application  is  not 
included  in  the  published  application 
notice,  has  solicited  traffic  or  business 
identical  to  any  part  of  that  sought  by 
applicant  within  the  affected 
marketplace.  The  Commission  will  edso 
consider  (a)  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
property,  financial,  or  other  interest  of 
the  petitioner,  (b)  the  effect  of  the 
decision  which  may  be  rendered  upon 
petitioner’s  interest,  (c)  the  availability 
of  other  means  by  wUch  the  petitioner’s 
interest  might  be  protected,  (d)  the 
extent  to  which  petitioner’s  interest  will 
be  represented  by  other  parties,  (e)  the 
extent  to  which  petitioner’s  participation 
may  reasonably  be  expected  to  assist  in 
the  development  of  a  sound  record,  and 
(f)  the  extent  to  which  participation  by 
the  petitioner  would  broaden  the  issues 
or  delay  the  proceeding. 

Petitions  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
rule  may  be  rejected.  An  original  and 
one  copy  of  the  petition  to  intervene 
shall  be  filed  with  the  Conunission 
indicating  the  specific  rule  under  which 
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the  petition  to  intervene  is  being  hied, 
and  a  copy  shall  be  served  concurrently 
upon  applicant’s  representative,  or  upon 
applicant  if  no  representative  is  named. 

Section  247(f)  provides,  in  part,  that 
an  applicant  which  does  not  intend  to 
timely  prosecute  its  application  shall 
prompUy  request  that  it  be  dismissed, 
and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an 
application  under  the  procedures  of  the 
Commission  will  result  in  its  dismissal. 

If  an  applicant  has  introduced  rates  as 
an  issue  it  is  noted.  Upon  request,  an 
applicant  must  provide  a  copy  of  the 
tentative  rate  schedule  to  any 
protestant. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record.  Broadening  amendments  will  not 
be  accepted  after  the  date  of  this 
publication. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administrative  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  service  proposed 
below.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modified  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplying  grants 
of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  fitness  questions, 
and  jurisdictional  problems)  we  find, 
preliminarily,  that  each  common  carrier 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
proposed  service  is  required  by  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity,  and  that  each  contract 
carrier  applicant  qualifies  as  a  contract 
carrier  and  its  proposed  contract  carrier 
service  will  be  consistent  with  the 
public  interest  and  the  transportation 
policy  of  49  U.S.C.  10101.  Each  applicant 
is  fit,  willing,  and  able  properly  to 
perform  the  service  proposed  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulation.  Except  where 
specifically  noted,  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  those  proceedings  containing  a 
statement  or  note  that  dual  operations 
are  or  may  be  involved  we  find, 
preliminarily  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
issue  being  raised  by  a  petitioner,  that 
the  proposed  dual  operations  are 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  transportation  policy  of  49  U.S.C. 
10101  subject  to  the  right  of  the 
Commission,  which  is  expressly 
reserved,  to  impose  such  terms, 
conditions  or  limitations  as  it  finds 


necessary  to  insure  that  applicant’s 
operations  shall  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  10930(a) 

[formerly  section  210  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act). 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
petitions  for  intervention,  filed  within  30 
days  of  publication  of  this  decision- 
notice  (or,  if  the  application  later 
becomes  unopposed),  appropriate 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant  (except  those  with  duly  noted 
problems)  upon  compliance  with  certain 
requirements  which  will  be  set  forth  in  a 
notification  of  effectiveness  of  the 
decision-notice.  To  the  extent  that  the 
authority  sought  below  may  duplicate 
an  applicant’s  other  authority,  such 
duplication  shall  be  construed  as 
conferring  only  a  single  operating  right. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  all 
specific  conditions  set  fo:^  in  the 
following  decision-notices  within  30 
days  after  publication,  or  the  application 
shall  stand  denied. 

Note. — ^All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  conunon  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce, 
over  irregular  routes,  except  as  otherwise 
noted. 

Volume  No.  29 

Decided:  Feb.  1, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
1,  Members  Carleton,  Joyce  and  Jones. 

MC  6237  (Sub-4F),  filed  August  26, 
1979.  Applicant:  DONALD  S.  GRIMM, 
INC.,  Box  5,  Maple  Grove  St.,  Lodi.  OH 
44254.  Representative:  John  L  Alden, 
1396  West  15th  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  12241, 
Columbus,  OH  43212.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  salt,  in 
packages,  fitim  Rittman,  OH,  to  points  in 
IN.  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Morton  Salt  Company.  (Hearing  site: 
Columbus,  OH,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  41116  (Sub-6lF),  filed  June  11, 

1979.  Applicant:  FOGLEMAN  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1504,  Crowley.  LA 
75026.  Representative:  Austin  L 
Hatchell,  801  Vaughn  Bldg.,  Austin,  TX 
78701.  To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregrdar  routes, 
transporting  (1)  paper  and  paper 
products,  (2)  such  commodities  as  are 
produced  or  distributed  by 
manufacturers  and  processors  of  paper, 
and  (3)  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  the  commodities  in 
(1)  and  (2)  above,  between  the  facilities 
of  Boise  Cascade  Corporation  at  or  near 
Elizabeth,  LA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  those  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  AZ,  UT,  and  ID, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Boise 


Cascade  Corporation,  of  Boise,  ID. 
(Hearing  site:  Lake  Charles,  or  Baton 
Rouge,  LA.) 

MC  21866  (Sub-132F),  filed  September 

6. 1979.  Applicant:  WEST  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  740  S.  Reading  Ave., 
Boyertown,  PA  19512.  Representative: 
Alan  Kahn,  1920  Two  Penn  Center 
Plaza,  Philadelphia,  PA  19102. 
Transporting  (1)  paper  and  paper 
products,  and  (2)  materials,  and  supplies 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
paper  and  paper  products,  between  the 
facilities  of  Wyomissing  Corporation,  at 
Reading,  PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK,  HI  and  PA),  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
indicated  destinations.  (Hearing  site: 
Philadelphia,  PA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  26396  (Sub-289F),  filed  September 

5. 1979.  Applicant:  POPELKA 
TRUCKING  CO.,  d.b.a.  The  Waggoners, 
P.O.  Box  31357,  Billings.  MT  59107. 
Representative:  Bradford  E.  Kistler,  P.O. 
Box  82028,  Lincoln,  NE  68501. 
Transporting  building  materials  fi^m 
Kirkland,  WA  to  points  in  ND,  AL,  PA, 
NE,  OH.  VA.  IL,  lA.  IN,  MI,  and  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Billings,  MT.) 

MC  27817  (Sub-159F).  filed  September 

1. 1979.  Applicant:  H.  C.  GABLER,  INC., 
R.D.  No.  3,  P.O.  Box  220,  Chambersburg, 
PA  17201.  Representative:  Christian  V. 
Graf,  407  North  Front  St.,  Harrisbu^,  PA 
17101.  Transporting  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  retail,  wholesale, 
chain  grocery  and  food  business  houses 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  (1) 
between  the  facilities  of  Himt-Wesson 
Foods,  Inc.,  a1  Jersey  City  and  Bayonne, 
NJ,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  NY,  and  (2)  between  the 
facilities  of  Himt-Wesson  Foods,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Rossford,  OH,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  NY  and  PA 
west  of  Interstate  Hwy  81.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC,  or  Harrisburg,  PA.) 

MC  27817  (Sub-160F),  filed  September 

1. 1979.  Applicant:  H.  C.  GABL^,  INC., 
R.D.  No.  3,  P.O.  Box  220,  Chambersburg, 
PA  17201.  Representative:  Christian  V. 
Graf,  407  North  Front  St.,  Harrisbi^,  PA 
17101.  Transporting  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  retail,  wholesale, 
chain  grocery  and  food  business  houses 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  finm  the 
facilities  of  Castle  &  Cook,  Inc.,  at 
Baltimore,  MD,  to  points  in  IL,  IN,  and 
MI,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  and  destined  to  the 
above-named  origin  and  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC,  or 
Harrisburg,  PA.) 

MC  30837  (Sub-490F),  filed  September 

4. 1979.  Applicant  KENOSHA  AUTO 
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TRANSPORT  CORPORTION.  4314  39th 
Ave.,  Kenosha.  WI 53141. 
Representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan.  711 
Washington  Bldg..  Washington.  DC 
20005.  Transporting  automobiles  and 
trucks,  in  secondary  movement,  in 
truckaway  service.  (1)  between  points  in 
CT.  DE.  ME.  MD.  MA.  NJ.  NH.  NY.  PA. 
RI.  VT.  VA.  WV  and  DC.  and  (2) 
between  points  in  MN.  ND.  SD.  and  WI. 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  at  the  facilities  of 
American  Motors  Corporation,  in  (a) 
Kenosha.  WI.  and  (b)  Brampton. 

Ontario.  Canada,  and  the  Jeep 
Corporation,  a  subsidiary  of  American 
Motors  Corporation,  at  Toledo.  OH. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington.  DC.  or 
Detroit.  MI.) 

MC  30837  (Sub-491F).  filed  September 

5. 1979.  Applicant:  KENOSHA  AUTO 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION.  4200 
39th  Ave..  Kenosha.  WI  53141. 
Representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan.  711 
Washington  Bldg..  Washington.  DC 
20005.  Transporting  motor  vehicles,  in 
initial  and  secondary  movements,  in 
truckaway  service.  6t)m  Cortland.  NY. 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI),  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  facilities  of  Solargen 
Electronics.  Limited,  and  Solargen 
Electric  Motor  Car  Corp..  Cortland.  NY. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington.  DC.) 

MC  35807  (Sub-IOIF).  filed  September 

1. 1979.  Applicant:  WET  .lit  FARGO 
ARMORED  SERVICE  CORPORATION. 
P.O.  Box  4313.  Atlanta.  GA  30302. 
Representative:  Steven  J.  Thatcher ' 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  currency, 
between  points  in  the  United  States, 
including  AK.  but  excluding  HI.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  banks  and 
banking  institutions.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington.  DC.) 

MC  35807  (Sub-102F).  filed  September 

1. 1979.  Applicant:  WELLS  FARGO 
ARMORED  SERVICE  CORPORATION. 
P.O.  Box  4313.  Atlanta.  GA  30302. 
Representative:  Steven  J.  Thatcher 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  coin, 
currency,  securities  and  other 
valuables,  between  New  York.  NY.  on 
the  one  hand.  and.  on  the  other,  points 
in  Fairfield  and  New  Haven  Coimties. 
CT.  and  Sussex.  Hunterdon  and  Warren 
Counties.  NY.  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  banks  and  banking 
institutions.  (Hearing  site:  New  York. 
NY.) 

MC  36556  (Sub-44F).  filed  September 

4. 1979.  Applicant  BLACKMON 


TRUCKING.  INC..  P.O.  Box  186.  Somers. 
WI  53171.  Representative:  Howard  E. 
Blackmon  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  (1)  canned  goods  and  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  of  canned  goods, 
between  the  facilities  of  Friday  Canning 
Corporation,  at  or  near  (a)  New 
Richmond.  Coleman.  Gillett.  Shawano. 
Eden.  Oakfield.  Chilton  and  Sussex.  WI. 
(b)  Louisville.  KY.  and  (c)  St.  Louis.  MO. 
and  points  in  IL.  IN.  MI.  and  OH.  and  (2) 
canned  or  prepared  foodstuffs  (except  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  the  facilities 
used  by  California  Canners  and 
Growers,  at  or  near  Brownsville.  WI.  to 
points  in  IL  (except  Boone.  Cook.  Du 
Page.  Kane.  Lake.  McHenry  and 
Winnebago  Counties).  IN.  MI.  OH. 
Louisville.  KY  and  St.  Louis.  MO. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago.  IL.  or  Milwaukee. 
WI.) 

MC  42487  (Sub-942F).  filed  September  ' 

4. 1979.  Applicant:  CONSOLIDATED 
FREIGHTWAYS  CORPORATION  OF 
DELAWARE.  175  Linfield  Dr..  Menlo 
Park.  CA  94025.  Representative:  V.  R. 
Oldenburg.  P.O.  Box  3062.  Portland.  OR 
97206.  Transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
commodities  requiring  special 
equipment),  serving  the  facilities  of 
Kayser-Roth  Hosiery.  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Creedmoor.  NC.  as  an  off-route  point  in 
connection  with  carrier's  otherwise 
authorized  regular  route  operations. 
(Hearing  site:  Raleigh,  or  Charlotte.  NC.) 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  its 
existing  authority  with  the  authority  herein. 

MC  42487  (Sub-947F).  filed  September 

5. 1979.  Applicant:  CONSOLIDATED 
FREIGHTWAYS  CORPORATION  OF 
DELAWARE.  175  Linfield  Dr..  Menlo 
Park.  CA  94025.  Representative:  V.  R, 
Oldenburg.  P.O.  Box  3062.  Portland.  OR 
97208.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  (1)  between  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  82  and  U.S.  Hwy  75  and 
Albuquerque,  NM,  serving  the 
intermediate  points  of  Gainsville, 

Wichita  Falls,  and  Amarillo,  TX,  and 
serving  the  junction  U.S.  Hwy  82  and 
U.S.  Hwy  377  for  the  purpose  of  joinder 
only:  fi'om  junction  U.S.  Hwy  82  and  U.S. 
Hwy  75  over  U.S.  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
287  at  Henrietta,  TX,  then  over  U.S,  Hwy 
287  to  Amarillo,  TX,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
66  to  Albuquerque,  and  return  over  the 


same  route,  (2)  between  Wichita  Falls, 
TX  and  Fort  Worth,  TX,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  over  U.S.  Hwy  287, 
(3)  between  Denton,  TX  and  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  377  and  U.S.  Hwy  82,  serving 
no  intermediate  points,  over  U.S.  Hwy 
377.  (Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

Note. — ^Applicant  states  it  intends  to  tack 
the  authority  herein  with  its  existing 
authority  at  Denton  and  Gainesville,  TX,  to 
provide  a  through  service  to  all  points  in  the 
United  States. 

MC  63417  (Sub-244F),  filed  September 

6, 1979.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY. 
INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  13447, 
Roanoke,  VA  24034.  Representative: 
William  E.  Bain  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  (1)  chemicals, 
plastic  articles,  plastic  materials,  and 
liquid  plastics,  (except  conunodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  (except 
conunodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  trafffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Amoco  Chemicals  Corporation, 
Amoco  Containers,  and  Amoco  Foam 
Products.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL,  or 
Roanoke,  VA.) 

MC  63417  (Sub-245F),  filed  September 

6. 1979.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY, 
INCORPORATED.  P.O.  Box  13447, 
Roanoke,  VA  24034.  Representative: 
William  E.  Bain  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  foodstuffs  , 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  those 
requiring  special  equipment,  and  those 
requiring  mechanical  refrigeration),  (1) 
between  Imlay  City,  Bridgeport,  and 
Memphis,  MI,  Millsboro,  DE,  and 
Greenville,  MS,  (2)  between  Bridgeport, 
Imlay  City,  and  Memphis,  MI,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IL,  IN, 
KY,  OH,  and  PA,  (3)  between  Greenville, 
MS,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA,  KY,  LA,  OK, 
TN,  and  TX,  (4)  between  Millsboro,  DE, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  FL,  GA,  KY,  MD,  NC,  PA,  SC, 
VA,  and  WV.  (Hearing  site:  Roanoke, 
VA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  78687  (Sub-79F),  filed  September 

1. 1979.  Applicant:  LOTT  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  751,  Moravia,  NY 
13118.  Representative:  E.  Stephen 
Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666 
Eleventh  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20001.  Transporting  iron  and  steel 
articles,  between  the  facilities  of 
Worthington  Steel  Company,  at  or  near 
Baltimore,  MD,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
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the  other,  points  in  MI,  NC,  NJ,  NY,  OH, 
PA,  SC,  VA  and  WV.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  78687  (Sub-80F),  filed  September 

4. 1979.  Applicant:  LOTT  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  751,  Moravia.  NY 
13118.  Representative:  E.  Stephen 
Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666 
11th  St.  N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20001. 
Transporting  (1)  fiberboard, 
particleboard,  and  plywood,  and  (2) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
installation  and  manufacture  of  the 
conunodities  in  (1)  above,  between  the 
facilities  of  Masonite  Corporation,  at  or 
near  (a)  Waverly  and  Stuart,  VA,  and 
(b)  Spring  Hope,  NC,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  CT,  DE,  ME,  MD,  MA, 
NH,  rq,  NY,  PA.  RI,  VT.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC,  or  Rochester,  NY.) 

MC  95876  (Sub-305F).  filed  September 

6. 1979.  Applicant:  ANDERSON 
TRUCKING  SERVICE.  INC.,  203  Cooper 
Ave.  No.,  St.  Cloud,  56301. 
Representative:  William  L.  Libby  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  (1) 
pedestrian  and  recreational  bridges, 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
installation  of  commodities  in  (1)  above, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  between 
Alexandria,  MN,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States. 
(Hearing  site:  Minneapolis,  MN,  or 
Fargo,  ND.) 

MC  100666  (Sub-491F),  filed 
September  7, 1979.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  LA  71107.  Representative: 
Wilburn  L.  Williamson,  Suite  615-East, 
2601  Northwest  Expressway,  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  73112.  Transporting  (1)  iron 
and  steel  articles,  and  (2)  pipe,  from 
Conroe,  TX,  to  points  in  the  United 
States,  including  AK  but  excluding  HI; 
and  [Z\materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
and  (2)  above,  in  the  reverse  direction. 
(Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  102567  (Sub-240F).  filed 
September  4, 1979.  Applicant:  McNAIR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  4295  Meadow  Lane, 
P.O.  Drawer  5357,  Bossier  City,  LA 
71111.  Representative:  Joe  C.  Day,  13403 
Northwest  Fwy. — Suite  130,  Houston, 

TX  77040.  Transporting  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Marshall,  TX 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Houston,  TX.) 

MC  102616  (Sub-lOllIH,  filed 
September  6, 1979.  Applicant: 

COASTAL  TANK  UNES,  INC.,  250 
North  Cleveland-Massillon  Rd.,  Akron, 
OH  44313.  Representative:  David  F. 
McAllister  (same  address  as  applicant). 


Transporting  (1)  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  Galveston. 
Harris,  Jefferson,  Nueces,  Orange,  and 
Victoria  Counties,  TX,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  I^;  (2) 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Geismar  and  Lake  Charles,  LA,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI);  and  (3)  commodities  in  bulk, 
between  points  in  LA  and  TX,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  points  in  LA 
and  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX,  or 
Chicago,  IL) 

MC  102906  (Sub-12F),  filed  September 

4. 1979.  Applicant:  McCONNELL 
HEAVY  HAULING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  463, 
Little  Rock,  AR  72203.  Representative: 
James  M.  Duckett,  727  Ryramid  Life 
Bldg.,  Little  Rock.  AR  72201. 
Transporting  (1)  commodities  the 
transportation  of  which,  because  of  size 
or  weight,  requires  the  use  of  special 
equipment  (except  oilfield  equipment), 
and  (2)  contractors' materials,  and 
supplies,  when  moving  in  mixed  loads 
with  the  commodities  in  (1)  above, 
between  points  in  IL  and  AR.  (Hearing 
site:  Little  Rock,  AR.) 

MC  103926  (Sub-99F),  filed  September 

1. 1979.  Applicant:  W.  T.  MAYFIELD 
SONS  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
947,  Mableton,  GA  30059. 

Representative:  K.  Edward  Wolcott,  P.O. 
Box  872,  Atlanta,  GA  30301. 

Transporting  tractors  (except  truck- 
tractors,  commodities  which  because  of 
their  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment,  and  self-propelled 
articles  weighing  15,000  pormds  or 
more),  from  Jacksonville.  FL,  to  points  in 
LA,  OK,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site: 
Jacksonville,  FL,  or  Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  104896  (Sub-59F),  filed  September 

1. 1979.  Applicant:  WOMELDORF,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  G,  Knox,  PA  16232. 
Representative:  James  W.  Patterson, 

1200  Western  Savings  Bank  Bldg., 
Philadelphia,  PA  19107.  Transporting  (1) 
glass  containers  and  closures  therefor, 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1)  above,  between  points  in  CT,  DE, 
IL.  IN,  KY,  MA.  MD,  ME.  MI.  NC.  NH. 
NY.  OH,  PA.  RI.  TN,  VA,  VT.  WI.  WV-. 
and  DC,  restricted  (1)  against  the 
transportation  of  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  and  (2)  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Foster- 
Forbes  Glass  Division  of  National  Can 
Corporation.  (Hearing  site:  Philadelphia, 
PA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  105007  (Sub-6lF),  filed  September 

4. 1979.  Applicant:  MATSON  TRUCK 


LINES,  INC.,  1407  St.  John  Ave.,  Albert 
Lea,  MN  56007.  Representative:  Val  M. 
Higgins,  1000  First  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Minneapolis,  MN  55402.  Transporting  (1) 
laminated  beams  and  arches,  and  (2) 
wood  decking,  from  El  Dorado  Springs, 
MO.  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Kansas  City.  MO,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  105007  (Sub-62F),  filed  September 

6, 1979.  Applicant:  MATSON  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  1407  St.  John  Ave.,  Albert 
Lea,  MN  56007.  Representative:  Val  M. 
Higgins,  1000  First  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Minneapolis,  MN  55402.  Transporting 
animal  lard  and  grease,  fi^m  Fort 
Dodge,  lA,  to  points  in  MN.  (Hearing 
site:  Miimeapolis,  MN.) 

MC  109136  (Sub-47F).  filed  August  20, 
1979.  Applicant:  ORIOLE  CHEMICAL 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  1740  E.  Joppa  Rd., 

Suite  303,  Baltimore,  MD  21234. 
Representative:  Maxwell  A.  Howell, 

1100  Investment  Bldg.,  1511  K  St.,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20005.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  potash,  in 
bulk,  from  Delaware  City,  DE,  to  points 
in  CT,  MA,  NH,  and  RI.  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Diamond  Shamrock 
Corporation,  of  Cleveland,  OH.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  112617  (Sub-451F),  filed 
September  4, 1979.  Applicant:  LIQUID 
TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  21395, 
Louisville,  KY  40221.  Representative: 
Charles  R.  Dunford  (same  address,  as 
applicant).  Transporting  (1)  chemicals, 
and  (2)  petroleum  products  (except 
chemicals),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Louisville,  Doe  Run,  Calvert  City, 
and  Owensboro,  KY,  to  points  in  CT, 

DE.  ME.  MA.  NH.  NJ,  NY.  RI,  VT.  and 
DC.  (Hearing  site:  Louisville,  KY  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  113666  (Sub-184F),  filed 
September  5, 1979.  Applicant: 

FREEPORT  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  1200 
Butler  Rd. — ^Drawer  A  Freeport,  PA 
16229.  Representative:  D.  R.  Smetanick 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  (1)  concrete  asbestos  pipe 
and  fittings,  (2)  concrete  products,  and 
(3)  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufactme,  installation, 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities  in 
(1)  and  (2)  above,  between  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI),  on 
the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  ports  of 
entry  on  the  international  boundary  line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada, 
restricted  to  traffic  moving  in  foreign 
commerce.  (Hearing  site:  Buffalo,  NY,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  114896  (Sub-79F),  filed  August  13, 
1979.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
SECURITY.  INC.,  255  Old  New 
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Brunswick  Rd..  Piscataway.  NJ  08854. 
Representative:  Carl  T.  Kessler  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  Haitian 
currency  and  negotiatable  instruments, 
between  New  York,  NY  and  Chicago,  EL, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
American  Bank  Note  Company,  of 
Bronx,  NY.  (Hearing  site:  Washington, 
DC.) 

MC  115826  (Sub-826F),  filed 
September  1, 1979.  Applicant:  W.J. 
DIGBY,  INC.,  6015  East  58th  Ave., 
Commerce  City,  CO  80022. 
Representative:  Howard  Gore  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
meats,  meat  products,  meat  byproducts, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat¬ 
packing  houses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  fi'om  the 
facilities  used  by  Farmland  Foods,  Inc., 
at  or  near  (a)  Denison,  Iowa  Falls, 

Carol!,  Des  Moines,  Fort  Dodge,  and 
Sioux  City.  lA.  and  (b)  Crete,  Lincoln 
and  Omaha,  NE,  to  points  in  AZ.  CA, 

CO.  ID,  MT.  NM.  NV.  OR.  UT.  WA,  and 
WY.  (Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  115826  (Sub-537F).  filed 
September  4, 1979.  Applicant:  W. }. 
DIGBY.  INC.,  6015  East  58th  Ave., 
Commerce  City,  CO  80022. 
Representative:  Howard  Gore  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
meats,  meat  products,  meat  byproducts, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat¬ 
packing  houses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  fi'om  the 
facilities  used  by  Farmland  Foods,  Inc., 
at  or  near  (a)  Denison,  Iowa  Falls, 

Carroll,  Des  Moines,  Fort  Dodge,  Sioux 
City,  lA,  and  (b)  Crete,  Lincoln,  and 
Omaha,  NE,  to  points  in  CT,  IL,  IN.  MA, 
ME.  MI.  NH.  rq.  NY,  OH.  PA.  RI,  VT. 
and  WI.  (Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  115826  (Sub-539F).  filed 
September  4, 1979.  Applicant:  W. }. 
DIGBY.  INC.  6015  East  58th  Ave., 
Commerce  City,  CO  80022. 
Representative:  Howard  Gora  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
meats,  meat  products,  meat  byproducts, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat¬ 
packing  houses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  of  Farmland  Foods.  Inc.,  at  or 


near  (a)  Denison,  Iowa  Falls,  Carroll. 
Des  Moines,  Fort  Dodge  and  Sioux  City, 
lA,  and  (b)  Lincoln,  Create  and  Omaha, 
NE,  to  points  in  AL,  DE,  FL,  GA,  KY. 

MD.  MS,  NC  SC.  TN,  VA.  WV.  and  DC. 
(Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  115826  (Sub-539F),  filed 
September  4, 1979.  Applicant:  W.  J. 
DIGBY,  INC.,  6015  East  58th  Ave., 
Commerce  City,  CO  80022. 
Representative:  Howard  Gore  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
meats,  meat  products,  meat  byproducts, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat¬ 
packing  houses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  1  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  firom  the 
facilities  of  Farmland  Foods,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  (a)  Denison,  Iowa  Falls,  Carroll, 

Des  Moines,  Fort  Dodge  and  Sioux  City, 
lA,  and  (b)  Lincoln,  Create  and  Omaha, 
NE,  to  points  in  AL,  DE,  FL,  GA,  KY, 

MD.  MS.  NC,  SC,  TN.  VA.  WV,  and  DC. 
(Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  116127  (Sub-9F),  filed  September 

4. 1979.  Applicant:  GEORGE  D.  CYRUS, 
INC.,  Route  1.  lola,  KS  66749. 
Representative:  Charles  H.  Apt,  104 
South  Washington,  P.O.  Box  328,  lola, 

KS  66749.  To  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  petroleum  products,  in 
containers,  from  El  Dorado,  KS,  to 
points  in  IL  and  LA,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Getty  Refining  & 
Marketing  Company,  of  Tulsa,  OK. 
(Hearing  site:  Kansas  City,  MO,  or 
Wichita.  KS.) 

MC  116947  (Sub-74F),  filed  August  17, 
1979.  Applicant:  SCOTT  TRANSFER 
CO.,  INC.  920  Ashby  St.,  S.W.,  Atlanta, 
GA  30310.  Representative:  William 
Addams,  P.O.  Box  720434,  Atlanta,  GA 
30328.  To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  salad  dressings,  peanut 
butter,  preserves  and  jellies,  and  (2) 
materials  and  supplies  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (1),  from  the 
facilities  of  Atlantic  Preserving 
Company,  Inc.,  at  Atlanta.  GA,  to  points 
in  AR,  IN,  NC,  and  TX,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Atlantic  Preserving 
Company.  Inc.,  of  Atlanta,  GA.  (Hearing 
site:  Atlanta.  GA.) 

MC  117686  (Sub*274F),  filed 
September  5, 1979.  Applicant: 
HIRSCHBACH  MOTOR  LINES,  INC., 

P.O.  Box  417,  Sioux  City,  lA  51102. 
Representative:  George  L  Hirschbach 


(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  foodstuffs,  from  the 
facilities  of  The  Creamette  Co.,  at  or 
near  Minneapolis,  MN,  to  points  in  AL, 
AZ.  CA,  CO.  FL,  GA.  LA.  MT,  NC.  OR. 

SC,  TN,  TX,  UT  and  WA.  (Hearing  site: 
Minneapolis,  MN,  or  Chicago.  IL.) 

Note.-TDual  operations  may  be  involved. 
MC  117686  (Sub-276F),  filed 
September  4, 1979.  Applicant: 
HIRSCHBACH  MOTOR  LINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  417,  Sioux  City,  lA  51102. 
Representative:  George  L.  Hirschbach 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  confectionery  supplies, 
fi:om  Jackson,  MN,  to  Omaha,  NE,  and 
South  San  Francisco,  CA.  (Hearing  site: 
Minneapolis,  MN.  or  Omaha,  NE.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
MC  120427  (Sub-30F),  filed  September 

4. 1979.  Applicant:  WILLIAMS 
TRANSFER.  INC.,  2128  East  Hwy  #30, 
Grand  Island,  NE  68801.  Representative: 
John  K.  Walker  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  coiled  steel, 
from  Lackawanna,  NY,  to  Denver,  CO. 
(Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO,  or  Omaha, 
NE.) 

MC  120657  (Sub-8F),  filed  September 

6. 1979.  Applicant:  DUGAN  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  1407  South  Walnut,  Wichita, 
KS  67213.  Representative:  Paul  V. 

Dugan,  2707  West  Douglas,  Wichita,  KS 
67213.  Transporting  (1)  hydraulic  fluid 
power  units,  from  Hutchinson,  KS,  to 
points  in  AR,  GA.  IL.  IN.  lA,  KS.  MI. 

MN.  MS.  MO.  NE,  NY.  OH.  OK.  PA.  SC. 

SD,  TX,  and  WI,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  in  the  reverse  direction.  (Hearing 
site:  Wichita,  KS,  or  Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  123407  (Sub-611F),  filed 
September  4. 1979.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Sawyer  Center, 
Route  1.  Chesterton,  IN  46304. 
Representative:  H.  E.  Miller.  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  such 
commodities,  as  are  used  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of 
containers,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  between  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL,  or  Washington.  DC.) 

MC  124306  (Sub-70F),  filed  September 

6, 1979.  Applicant:  KENAN 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY. 
INCORPORATED.  P.O.  Box  2729, 

Chapel  Hill,  NC  27514.  Representative: 
Richard  A.  Mehley,  1000 16th  St.,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20036.  Transporting 
chemic^s,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
fi'om  Roanoke,  VA,  to  points  in  IL,  KY, 
PA,  and  WV.*  (Hearing  site:  Roanoke, 
VA.) 

MC  125997  (Sub-13F),  filed  August  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  L.  C.  ROESCH  d.b.a. 
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FOESCH  TRANSFER  LINE,  Box  434, 
Shawano,  WI  54166.  Representative: 
Michael  S.  Varda,  121  South  Pinckney 
St.,  Madison,  WI  53703.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  rough 
iron  and  iron-alloy  castings,  from 
Shawano,  WI,  to  points  in  lA,  IL,  IN,  MI, 
MN,  OH,  and  points  in  PA  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Hwy  15,  and  (2)  material, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  or  useful 
in  the  manufactiu'e  of  rough  iron  and 
iron-alloy  castings,  in  the  reverse 
direction,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Aarrow  Electric  Iron  Castings,  Inc., 
of  Shawano,  WI.  (Hearing  site: 
Milwaukee,  WI,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  128246  (Sub-53F),  filed  July  30, 
1979.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST  TRUCK 
SERVICE,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  A.D., 
Watsonville,  CA  95076.  Representative: 
William  F.  King,  Suite  400,  Overlook 
Bldg.,  6121  Lincolnia  Rd.,  Alexandria, 

VA  22312.  To  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  foods,  foodstuffs,  food 
treating  compounds,  chemicals, 
preservatives  and  additives,  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  supplies  and 
advertising  material  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  described  in  (1)  above 
(except  in  bulk),  and  (3)  commodities 
which  are  otherwise  exempt  from 
economic  regulation  imder  Section 
10526(a)(6)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  (49  U.S.C.  10526(a)(6)),  when  moving 
in  mixed  loads  with  the  commodities 
described  in  (1)  and  (2)  above,  between 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI),  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  McCormick  &  Company,  Inc.,  of 
Baltimore,  MD.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC,  or  Baltimore,  MD.) 

MC  128616  (Sub-27F),  filed  August  14. 
1979.  Applicant:  GELCO  COURIER 
SERVICES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1975,  St.  Paul. 
MN  55111.  Representative:  Sally  G. 
Galway  (same  address  as  applicant).  To 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregiilar  routes, 
transporting  commercial  papers, 
documents,  and  written  instruments 
(except  currency  and  negotiable 
securities)  as  are  used  in  the  business  of 
banks  and  banking  institutions,  between 
North  Platte,  NE,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Sedgwick,  Logan, 
Phillips,  Yuma,  Weld.  Morgan,  Kit 
Carson  and  Washington  Coimties,  CO 
under  a  continuing  contract(s)  with 
banks  and  banking  institutions, 
including  bank-owned  computer 
companies.  (Hearing  site:  Lincoln,  or 
Omaha,  NE.) 


MC  129226  (Sub-9F),  filed  August  23, 
1979.  Applicant:  TO-JON  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  6  Verly  Court  Bethpage,  NY  11714. 
Representative:  Norton  E.  Kiel,  Suite 
1832,  2  World  Trade  Center,  New  York, 
NY  10048.  To  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  department  stores, 
between  New  York,  NY,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  PA 
and  OH,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Service  Merchandise  Company, 

Inc.,  of  Nashville,  TN.  (Hearing  site: 

New  York,  NY.) 

MC  133867  (Sub-15F).  filed  August  15, 
1979.  Applicant:  STARLING 
TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1733,  Fort  Pierce,  Florida  33450. 
Representative:  Dwight  L  Koerber,  Jr., 
805  McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666  Eleventh 
St.  N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20001.To 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  photocopy  machine 
supplies  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  New  York,  NY,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI),  under' 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Saxon 
Business  Products,  Inc.  (Hearing  site: 
Miami,  FL) 

MC  136786  (Sub-173F),  filed 
September  4, 1979.  Applicant:  ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  4475  N.E. 

3rd  St.,  Des  Moines,  lA  50313. 
Representative:  Stanley  C.  Olsen,  Jr., 

4601  Excelsior  Blvd.,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55416.  Transporting  printed  matter,  from 
the  facilities  of  Dayton  Press,  at  or  near 
Dayton,  OH,  to  those  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  OH,  KY.  TN 
and  MS.  (Hearing  site:  Minneapolis, 

MN.) 

MC  138157  (Sub-181F).  filed 
September  6, 1979.  Applicant: 
SOUTHWEST  EQUIPMENT  RENTAL, 
INC.,  d.b.a.  SOUTHWEST  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  2931  South  Market  St., 
Chattanooga,  TN  37410.  Representative: 
Patrick  E.  Quinn,  P.O.  Box  9596, 
Chattanooga,  TN  37412.  Transporting 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  and 
used  by  manufactures  of  foodstuffs,  pet 
foods  and  animal  foods  (except 
commodities  in  biilk),  between  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Carnation  Company.  (Hearing  site: 

Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  139206  (Sub-60F),  filed  August  20, 
1979.  Applicant:  F.M.S. 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  2564  Harley 
Dr.,  Maryland  Heights,  MO  64043. 
Representative:  R.  C.  Mitchell  (same 


address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  ^e/iero7 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  from 
the  facilities  of  Mead  Johnson  Terminal 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Evansville,  IN,  to  points 
in  IL.  MO,  MI,  OH.  KY.  TN.  WV.  PA. 
MN,  LA,  and  WI,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Mead  Johnson  Terminal 
Inc.,  of  Evansville,  IN.,  (Hearing  site:  St. 
Louis,  MO,  or  Evansville,  IN.)' 

MC  139276  (Sub-lOF),  filed  September 
5, 1979.  Applicant:  ALOHA 
FREIGHTWAYS,  INC.,  1069  Bryn  Mawr 
Ave.,  Bensenville,  IL  60106. 
Representative:  Grace  Kasallis  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  trfuisporting  iron  and 
steel  articles,  from  the  facilities  of  Jones 
&  Laughlin  Steel  Company,  in  Chicago, 
IL,  to  points  in  IL  and  LA,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Jones  & 
Laughlin  Steel  Co.,  of  Pittsburgh,  PA. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL,  or 
Indianapolis,  IN.) 

MC  140037  (Sub-9F).  filed  August  27, 
1979.  Applicant:  SUNIT^OWER 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  583,  York,  NE 
68467.  Representative:  Scott  E.  Daniel, 
800  Nebraska  Savings  Bldg.,  1623 
Famam,  Omaha,  NE  68102.  To  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  meat,  meat 
products,  meat  by-products  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
of  Spencer  Foods,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Spencer,  LA,  to  Kingston,  NY,  imder 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Spencer 
Foods,  Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE.) 

MC  140717  (Sub-26F).  filed  August  14. 
1979.  Applicant:  JULIAN  MARTIN,  INC., 
Hwy  25  West,  P.O.  Box  3348,  Batesville, 
AR  72501.  Representative:  Theodore 
Polydoroff,  Suite  301, 1307  Dolley 
Madison  Blvd.,  McLean,  VA  22101.  To 
operate  as  a  cantract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  shampoo,  from 
Elizabethton,  TN,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  imder 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Indent 
Company,  of  Elizabeffiton,  TN.  (He€iring 
site:  Nashville,  TN,  or  Washington,  DC.). 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
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MC 140846  (Sub-14F],  filed  September 
4, 1979.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
DELIVERY  SERVICE  OF 
MASSACHUSETTS,  INC.,  12  Magazine 
SL,  Boston,  MA  02119.  Representative: 
Jeremy  Kal^  Suite  733,  Investment 
Bldg.,  1511  K  St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC 
20005.  To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  new  office  furniture, 
fixtures,  and  machines,  and  office 
supplies,  between  Burlington,  MA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those 
points  in  NH  on  and  south  of  NH  Hwy 
11,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Boise  Cascade  Corporation,  of  Boise,  ID. 
(Hearing  site:  Boston,  MA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  141426  (Sub-26F],  filed  August  16, 
1979.  Applicant:  WHEATON  CARTAGE 
CO.,  Millville,  NJ  08332.  Representative: 
E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank 
Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20001.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  medical, 
surgical  and  hospital  supplies,  (1)  from 
Broken  Bow,  Holdrege  and  Columbus, 
NE,  to  points  in  CA,  IL,  PA,  NJ,  NY,  CT, 
GA,  FL,  SC,  and  TX  to  Broken  Bow, 
Holdrege,  and  Columbus,  NE,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Becton- 
Dickinson  and  Company  of  Rutherford, 
NJ.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  141426  (Sub-27F).  filed  August  16, 
1979.  Applicant:  WHEATON  CARTAGE 
CO.,  M^ville,  NJ  08332.  Representative: 
E.  Stephen  Heisley.  805  McLachlen  Bank 
Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  St,  NW.. 

Washington,  DC  20001.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  medical, 
surgical  and  hospital  supplies,  from 
points  in  CT,  NY,  NJ,  TX  FL,  GA,  and 
PA  to  Benicia  and  I^s  Gatos,  CA,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Becton- 
Dickinson  and  Company  of  Rutherford, 
NJ.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  141426  (Sub-28F),  filed  August  17, 
1979.  Applicant  WHEATON  CARTAGE 
CO.,  M^ville,  NJ  08332.  Representative: 
E.  Stephen  Heisley.  805  McLachlen  Bank 
Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  St,  NW., 

Washington,  DC  20001.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  medical, 
surgical  and  hospital  supplies,  (1)  fix)m 
North  Canaan,  CT,  to  points  in  NE,  and 
NJ,  and  (2)  from  points  in  TX,  GA,  FL,  IL, 
CA,  NJ,  and  NE  to  North  Canaan,  CT, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Becton-Dickinson  and  Company  of 
Rutherford.  NJ.  (Hearing  site: 

Washington,  DC.) 


MC  141426  (Sub-29F),  filed  August  17. 
1979.  Applicant:  WHEATON  CARTAGE 
CO..  Millville.  NJ  08332.  Representative: 
E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank 
Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20001.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  medical, 
surgical  and  hospital  supplies,  (1)  fit)m 
Sumter,  SC  to  points  in  TX  and  CA,  and 
(2)  from  points  in  TX,  CA,  NE,  IL,  NJ, 
and  CT,  to  Sumter,  SC,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Becton-Dickinson  and 
Company  of  Rutherford,  NJ.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  141426  (Sub-30F),  filed  August  20, 
1979.  Applicant:  WHEATON  CARTAGE 
CO.,  M^ville,  NJ  08332.  Representative: 
E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank 
Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  St  NW.  Washington, 
DC  20001.  To  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  medical,  surgical  and 
hospital  supplies,  (1)  from  Ocala,  FL  to 
points  in  TX  CA,  CT,  and  NE,  and  (2) 
from  points  in  TX.  CA,  CT,  NE,  NJ,  GA, 
and  IL  to  Ocala,  FL,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Becton-Dickinson  and 
Company  of  Rutherford.  NJ.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  141426  (Sub-3lF),  filed  August  20, 
1979.  Applicant:  WHEATON  CARTAGE 
CO.,  Millville,  NJ  08332.  Representative: 
E.  Stephen  Heisley.  805  McLachlen  Bank 
Bldg.,  866  Eleventh  St  NW,  Washington, 
DC  20001.  To  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  medical,  surgical  and 
hospital  supplies,  (1)  from  Hancock,  NY 
to  points  in  TX,  IL,  and  NJ,  and  (2)  from 
points  in  TX.  IL,  NJ,  FL,  GA,  and  CA  to 
Hancock,  NY,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Becton-Dickinson  and 
Company  of  Rutherford,  NJ.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  141536  (Sub-3F),  filed  July  27, 

1979.  Applicant:  BILL  BLANN,  d.b.a. 
BLANN  TRACTOR  COMPANY.  P.O. 

Box  557,  Hampton,  AR  71744. 
Representative:  James  M.  Duckett,  927 
Pyramid  Life  Bldg.,  Little  Rock,  AR 
72201.  To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregiilar  routes, 
transporting  clothing,  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  incidential  to  or 
used  in  the  manufactiue  of  clothing, 
between  the  facilities  of  M.  J.  Industries, 
Inc.,  at  St.  Louis,  MO,  and  East  Camden, 
AR,  imder  continuing  contract(s)  with 
M.  J.  Industries,  Inc.,  of  St.  Louis,  MO. 
(Hearing  site:  Little  Rock,  AR.) 

MC  141597  (Sub-9F),  filed  August  13, 
1979.  Applicant:  RTV^SIDE  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  919  4th  Ave.  So..  Denison.  lA 


51442.  Representative:  James  M.  Hodge, 
1980  Financial  Center.  Des  Moines,  lA 
50309.  To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
conunerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  meats,  meat  products, 
and  meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packing  houses,  as 
described  in  Section  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
of  Farmland  Foods,  Luc.,  at  Denison, 
Iowa  Falls,  Carroll,  Fort  Dodge, 
Cherokee,  and  Des  Moines,  lA,  and 
Crete.  Lincoln,  and  Omaha,  NE,  to 
points  in  AL,  ^  GA,  LA,  MS,  NC.  SC, 
and  TN,  and  (2)  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  tl^  manufactiu%. 
sale  and  distribution  of  the  commodities 
named  in  (1)  above,  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk)  from  points  in  the 
destinations  named  in  (1)  above,  to  the 
facilities  of  Farmland  Foods,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Dension,  Iowa  Falls,  and  Carroll. 
lA,  and  Crete,  NE,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Farmland  Foods,  Inc. 
(Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE.) 

MC  141597  (Sub-8F).  filed  August  13. 
1979.  Applicant:  RIVERSIDE  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  919  4th  Ave.  So.,  Denison,  lA 
51442.  Representative:  James  M.  Hodge, 
1980  Financial  Center.  Des  Moines.  LA 
50309.  To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  meats,  meat  products, 
and  meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packing  houses,  as 
described  in  Section  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  budk),  from  the  facilities 
of  Farmland  Foods,  Inc.,  at  Denison, 

Iowa  Falls,  Carroll,  Fort  Dodge, 
Cherokee,  and  Des  Moines,  LA,  and 
Crete,  Lincoln,  and  Omaha.  NE,  to 
points  in  AR,  LA,  IL,  KS,  MN,  MO.  ND, 
NE,  NM.  OK,  SD,  TX,  WI,  and  WY.  and 
(2)  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture,  sale  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities 
specified  in  (1)  above,  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk)  from  points  in  the 
destinations  named  in  (1)  above,  to  the 
facilities  of  Farmland  Foods,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Dension,  Iowa  Falls,  and  Carroll, 
lA,  and  Crete,  NE.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha, 
NE.) 

MC  142897  (Sub-16F).  filed  August  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  KENNEDY  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  7401  Fremont  Pike, 
Perrysburg,  OH  43551.  Representative: 
Paul  F.  Berry,  275  East  State  St. 
Columbus,  OH  43215.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
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interstate  or  foreign,  commerce  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  auto 
parts,  building  materials,  sporting 
goods,  crated  new  furniture,  infant 
articles,  and  (2)  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufachue  or 
distribution  of  commodities  named  in  (1) 
above  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI),  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Questor  Corporation,  of 
Toledo,  OH.  (Hearing  site:  Columbus, 
OH.) 

MC 143246  (Sub-6F).  filed  August  23, 
1979.  Applicant  LAND  TRANPORT 
CORPORATION,  24  Sabrina  Rd., 
Wellesley,  MA  02181.  Representative: 
James  E.  Mahoney,  148  State  St.,  Boston, 
MA  02109.  To  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign,  commerce  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  metal  cans  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  for  the  foregoing 
commodities,  between  the  facilities  of 
Eagle  Can  Company,  in  MA  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  MN,  lA. 
MO,  OK,  and  TX,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Eagle  Can  Company,  of 
Peabody,  MA.  (Hearing  site:  Boston, 

MA,  or  Providence,  RI.) 

MC  143607  (Sub-13F),  filed  August  24. 
1979.  Applicant:  RAYWOOD 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Route  6.  Box  2611, 
Waco  TX  76706.  Representative:  E. 
Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank 
Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  St,  NW, 

Washington,  DC  20001.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign,  commerce  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  plastic 
articles  and  (2)  materials,  equipment 
and  accessories  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  plastic  articles  (except  in  bulk), 
between  the  facilities  of  Rubbermaid 
Commercial  Products,  Inc.,  at  or  near  (1) 
Cleburne,  TX,  and  (2)  Winchester,  VA, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Rubbermaid  Commercial  Ih'oducts,  Inc. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC,  Dallas, 
TX.) 

MC  143806  (Sub-lF),  filed  August  24, 
1979.  Applicant:  CANADIAN  PACfflC 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  LTD.,  44  West 
Pender  St,  Vancouver,  D.C..  Canada 
V6B 17R.  Representative:  George  R. 
LaBissoniere,  1100  Norton  Bldg.,  Seattle, 
WA  98104.  To  operate  as  a  contract 
earner,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign,  commerce  over  irregiilar  routes, 
transporting  lime,  in  bulk,  firom  ports  of 
entry  on  the  international  boundary  line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada, 
in  WA  and  ID,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  lA  and  ID,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Steel 
Brothers  Canada,  Ltd.,  Lime  Division. 
(Hearing  site:  Seattle,  WA.) 


MC  143846  (Sub-lOF),  filed  September 

6. 1979.  Applicant:  P.  POSA,  INC.,  50 
Van  Kueren  Ave.,  Jersey  City,  NJ  07306. 
Representative:  Arhtur  J.  Piken,  One 
Lefrak  City  Plaza,  Flushuig,  NY  11368. 
To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign, 
commerce  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  department  stores,  (1)  from 
New  Yorl^  NY,  to  Bethlehem,  PA, 
Wilmington,  DE,  Knoxville  and 
Memphis,  TN,  and  handover,  MD,  and 
(2)  from  Memphis,  TN,  to  Baltimore,  MD, 
and  Chicago,  IL,  imder  continuing 
contraetjs)  with  Montgomery  Ward  Co., 
of  Chicago,  EL  (Hearing  site:  New  York, 
NY,  or  Newark,  NJ.) 

MC  143846  (Sub-llF),  filed  September 

6. 1979.  Applicant:  P.  POSA,  INC.,  50 
Van  Kueren  Ave.,  Jersey  City,  NJ  07306. 
Representative:  Aj^ur  J.  Piken,  One 
Lefrak  City  Plaza,  Flusldng,  NY  11368. 

To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vechicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  printing  paper,  fi'om 
Chillicothe,  OH.  Madawaska,  ME, 
Tucker,  GA,  East  Hampton,  MA,  and 
Franklin,  VA,  to  points  in  Al,  CT,  DE, 

FL,  GA,  ME,  MD,  MA,  MI,  MO.  NJ.  NY. 
NH,  NC,  OH.  PA.  RI.  SC.  IL.  IN,  TN.  TX, 
VA,  WV,  and  DC,  and  (2)  paper  boxes, 
firom  East  Hampton,  mA,  to  points  in 
NY.  NJ.  PA,  DE.  MD,  RI.  ME.  and  NH. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  in  (1)  and 
(2)  with  Beekman  Paper  Co.,  Inc.,  of 
New  York,  NY.  (Hearing  site:  New  York, 
NY,  or  Newark,  NJ.) 

MC  144117  (Sub-44F),  filed  September 

4. 1979.  Applicant:  TLC  LINES,  INC., 

P.O.  Box  1090,  Fenton,  MO  63026. 
Representative:  William  D.  Brejcha,  10 
South  LaSalle  St..  Suite  1600,  Chicago,  EL 
60603.  Transporting  (1)  Carob  mix,  carob 
coated  almonds,  (2)  ambrosia  mix,  (3) 
processed  nuts  and  seeds,  (4)  banana 
chips,  and  (5)  agricultural  commodities 
which  are  otherwise  exempt  from 
economic  regulation  under  49  U.S.C. 
.Section  10526(a)(6),  from  Dinuba,  CA,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Bakersfield  or 
Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  144267  (Sub-lF),  filed  August  23, 
1979.  Applicant:  METRO  DELIVERY 
SERVICE.  INC.,  50  Florida  Ave.,  N.E., 
Washington,  DC  20002.  Representative: 
Edward  G.  Villalon,  1032  Pennsylvania 
Bldg.,  Pennsylvania  Ave.  &  13th  St.. 

N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20004.  To  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  and  those  requiring  special 


equipment),  between  the  facilities  of 
Metropolitan  Warehouses,  in 
Washington,  DC,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  DE,  MD,  NJ.  PA, 
VA,  and  WV,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Metropolitan 
Warehouse  Co.  of  Washington,  DC. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  144676  (Sub-2F),  filed  September 

6. 1979.  Applicant:  M  4  S  TRANSPORT 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  417,  Sultana,  CA 
93666.  Representative:  Dwight  L 
Koerber,  Jr.,  805  McLachlen  Bank  Bldg., 
666  Eleventh  St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC 
20001.  Transporting  confectionery  and 
cough  drops,  from  Reading,  PA  to  points 
in  WA  OR,  CO.  CA  NV.  UT,  AZ,  NM. 
TX,  and  OK,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  facilities  of  Luden’s,  Inc.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  144756  (Sub-5F),  filed  August  20. 
1979.  Applicant:  DEDICATED 
TRUCI^G  CORP.,  Hamilton  and  Rush 
Roads,  P.O.  Box  1383,  Chehalis,  WA 
98532.  Representative:  Henry  C. 

Winters,  525  Evergreen  Bldg.,  Renton, 
WA  98055.  To  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail,  and  chain 
grocery  and  food  business  houses 
(except  frozen  and  bulk  commodities), 
from  points  in  CA  to  points  in  OR  and 
WA,  vmder  continuing  contract(s)  with 
The  Clorox  Company  of  Oakland,  CA. 
(Hearing  site:  Portland,  OR). 

MC  144926  (Sub-7F),  filed  August  17, 
1979.  Applicant:  E.  W.  WYLIE 
CORPORATION.  P.O.  Box  1188,  Fargo. 
ND  58107.  Representative:  Gene  P. 
Johnson,  P.O.  Box  2471,  Fargo,  ND  58108. 
To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  lumber,  lumber  mill 
products,  wood  products,  composition 
board,  andmillwork,  from  points  in  ID, 
MT,  OR,  and  WA,  to  points  in  lA,  MN, 
NE,  ND,  and  SD.  imder  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Georgia-Pacific 
Corporation,  of  Portland,  OR. 

MC  145267  (Sub-6F).  filed  July  30, 

1979.  Applicant:  CAMPBELL 
TRANSPORT  INC.,  P.O.  Box  386, 
Vineland.  NJ  08360.  Representative: 

Mark  D.  Russell,  Suite  348,  Pennsylvania 
Bldg.,  425  13th  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20004.  To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  brick,  metal  alloys, 
aluminum  articles,  containers,  castings, 
forgings,  chemicals,  polishing 
compounds,  graphite  crucibles,  furnace 
electrodes,  fluorspar,  flay  ash. 
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powdered  iron,  scrap  iron,  metals,  ores, 
pallets,  and  slag  pots  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilities  of  Shieldalloy  Corporation,  at 
or  near  Newfield,  N),  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL,  AZ,  AR, 
CO.  CT.  DE,  FL.  GA,  IL,  IN,  lA.  KS.  KY. 
LA.  MD.  MA.  MI,  MN,  MS,  MO,  NH,  NJ. 
NY.  NC,  OH.  OK,  PA.  RI,  SC.  TN,  TX. 
VT,  VA,  WV,  WI,  and  DC,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Shieldalloy 
Corporation,  of  Newheld,  N).  (Hearing 
site:  Philadelphia,  PA,  or  Washington, 
DC.) 

Note. — ^Applicant  presently  operating  a 
portion  of  the  authority  sought  under  MC- 
145267  Sub-lF,  which  applicant  will  have 
revoked  upon  favorable  grant  of  present 
application. 

MC 145267  (Sub-9F).  filed  August  14, 
1979.  Applicant:  CAMI^ELL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  386, 
Vineland,  NJ  08360.  Representative: 
Mark  D.  Russell,  Suite  348,  Pennsylvania 
Bldg.,  425 13th  St.  NW..  Washington,  DC 
20004.  To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  shelving  and  furniture  (set 
up,  in  packages),  from  the  facilities  of 
Media-Stack,  Inc.,  at  Vineland,  NJ,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI),  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Media-Stack,  Inc.,  of  Vineland,  NJ. 
(Hearing  site:  Philadelphia,  PA,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  145267  (Sub-lOF),  fried  August  16. 
1979.  Applicant:  CAMPBELL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  386, 
Vineland,  NJ  08360.  Representative: 

Mark  D.  Russell,  Suite  348,  Pennsylvania 
Bldg.,  425  13th  St.  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20004.  To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  drugs,  medicines  and  toilet 
preparations,  and  commodities  used  in 
the  manufacture,  sale  and  distribution  of 
the  foregoing  commodities,  between  the 
facilities  of  Searle  Pharmaceuticals,  Inc., 
at  or  near  Skokie,  IL,  and  Phoenix,  AZ, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AZ  and  those  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  WI,  IL,  KY,  TN,  and 
MS,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Searl  Pharmaceuticals,  Inc.  (Hearing 
site:  Philadelphia,  PA,  or  Washington 
DC.)  , 

MC  145317  (Sub-8F),  fried  September 

4. 1979.  Applicant:  QUALITY  SERVICE 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  17405,  San 
Antonio,  TX  78217.  Representative: 
Robert  J.  Bimbaum,  500  West  Sixteenth 
St.,  P.O.  Box  1945,  Austin.  TX  78767. 
Transporting  proppant,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  New  Iberia.  LA,  and  Fort 
Smith,  AR.  to  points  in  AR,  CO,  KS,  LA, 
MS.  MT.  NM,  OK,  TX.  TU  and  WY. 


(Hearing  site:  Dallas,  or  San  Antonio, 
TX.) 

MC  145437  (Sub-llF),  fried  August  27. 
1979.  Applicant:  JWI  TRUCKING,  INC., 
8100  North  Teutonia  Avenue, 
Milwaukee.  WI  53209.  Representative: 
Michael  J.  Wyngaard,  150  East  Gilman 
Street,  Madison,  WI  53703.  To  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  wearing 
apparel,  from  the  facilities  of  Lakeland 
Manufacturing  Company  at  or  near 
Sheboygan,  WI  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
or  useful  in  the  manufacture,  sale  or 
distribution  of  wearing  apparel  from 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI)  to  the  facilities  of  Lakeland 
Manufacturing  Company  at  or  near 
Sheboygan,  WI,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Lakeland 
Manufachiring  Company.  (Hearing  site: 
Madison,  WI,  or  Milwaukee,  WI.) 

MC  145577  (Sub-15F),  fried  September 

4. 1979.  Applicant:  GULLETT-GOULD, 
LTD.,  P.O.  Box  406,  Union  City,  IN  4739». 
Representative:  Jerry  B.  Sellman,  50 
West  Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 
Transporting  juice  and  grape  juice 
concentrate,  frx)m  Lodi,  CA,  to  those 
points  in  the  United  States  in  and  east  of 
WI.  IL,  KY,  TN,  and  MS.  Rearing  site: 
San  Francisco,  CA,  or  Chicago,  IL) 

MC  145696  (Sub-3F).  fried  July  26. 

1979.  Applicant:  M  &  M  LIMITED.  228 
Louisville  Air  Park,  Louisville,  KY  40213. 
Representative:  Jolm  M.  Nader,  1600 
Citizens  Plaza,  Louisville,  KY  40202.  To 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  forei^ 
commerce,  over  irregvilar  routes, 
transporting:  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail,  and  chain 
grocery  and  food  business  houses 
(except  frozen  or  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  of  Colgate-Palmolive  Co.,  Inc., 
at  Jeffersonville,  EN.  to  Memphis,  TN, 
imder  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Colgate-Palmolive  Co.,  Inc.,  of 
Jeffersonville,  IN.  (Hearing  site: 
Louisville,  KY.) 

MC  145567  (Sub-2F).  fried  August  28, 
1979.  Applicant:  UNITED  STATES 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  4963 
Provident  Dr..  Cinciimati,  OH  45246. 
Representative:  Michael  Spurlock,  Beery 
&  Spurlock  Co.,  LP.A.,  275  East  State  St., 
Columbus,  OH  43215.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
resins,  core  compounds,  formaldehyde, 
acetone,  caustic  soda,  methanol,  phenol, 
ethanol,  and  nitrogen  fertilizer  solutions 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  the 
plant  site  of  Georgia-Pacific 


Corporation,  in  Franklin  County,  OH,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  EL,  IN,  the  lower  peninsula  of  MI,  and 
KY,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Geotgia-Pacifrc  Corporation,  of  Franklin 
County.  OH.  (Hearing  site:  Columbus, 
OH.) 

MC  146276  (Sub-2F),  fried  August  13, 
1979.  Applicant:  STEVE’S  GAS  SUPPLY, 
INC.,  46  River  Rd.,  Essex  Junction,  VT 
05452.  Representative:  James  M.  Bums. 
1383  Main  St.,  Suite  413,  Springfield,  MA 
01103.  To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  fuel  oil  and  gasoline  and 
diesel  fuel,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 

&x)m  Rensselaer,  NY,  to  Essex  Junction, 
Richford,  Alburg,  Swanton,  Stowe, 
Colchester,  Bristol  and  St  Albans,  VT, 
under  a  contract  or  continuing 
contractjs)  with  Robinson’s.  Inc.,  of 
Essex  Junction,  VT.  (Hearing  site: 
Montpelier,  VT.  or  Springfreld,  MA.) 

MC  146336  (Sub-TF),  fried  August  6. 
1979.  Applicant  WEStkRN 
TRANSPORTATTON  SYSTEMS,  INC., 
902  Avenue  N.  Grand  Prairie,  TX  75050. 
Representative:  E.  Larry  Wells,  P.O.  Box 
45538,  Dallas,  TX  75245.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  disposable 
surgical  supplies,  and  materials  used  in 
the  Manufacture  of  disposable  surgical 
supplies,  (1)  frt}m  Nashville,  TN.  to 
Gainesville,  GA,  (2)  frnm  Sherman,  TX, 
to  Los  Angeles,  CA,  and  Charlotte,  NC, 
(3)  between  El  Paso,  TX  and  Waco,  TX 
and  (4)  6t)m  El  Paso,  TX.  to  Sherman, 

TX  imder  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Surgkos,  of  New  Brunswick, 

(Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  146646  (Sub-25F),  filed  September 

4, 1979.  Applicant  BRISTOW 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
P.O.  Box  6355A,  Birmingham.  AL  35217. 
Representative:  Henry  Bristow,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  (1) 
machinery,  and  machinery  parts,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture,  rebuilding,  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  the  facilities  of  Southwestern 
Machinery  and  Equipment  Company, 

Inc.,  at  or  near  Gadsden,  AL  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Birmingham  or 
Montgomery,  AL) 

MC  146656  (Sub-5F).  filed  July  27, 

1979.  Applicant:  KEY  WAY 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  820  S.  Oldham  St. 
Baltimore,  MD  21224.  Representative: 
Gerald  K.  Gimmel,  Suite  145,  4 
Professional  Dr.,  Gaithersburg,  MD 
20760.  To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier. 
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by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  polyurethane  foam. 
from  Baltimore  and  Jessup,  MD,  to 
points  in  ME,  VT,  NJ,  NH,  MA,  RI,  CT, . 
NY,  PA,  DE,  MD,  VA,  NC,  SC,  GA,  and 
DC,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
William  T.  Burnett  &  and  Co.,  and  (2) 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
retail  department  stores  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Somerville, 
MA,  to  the  facilities  of  May  Department 
Stores  Corpora tidh  T/A  Hecht’s,  in 
Washington,  DC,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  May  Department  Stores 
Corporation.  (Hearing  site:  Baltimore, 
MD,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC 146867  (Sub-2F),  filed  September 

6. 1979.  Applicant:  D^ENDABLE  FEED 
SERVICE,  INC.,  Route  No.  1,  Bear  Creek, 
NC  27207.  Representative:  Vaughan  S. 
Winbome,  1108  Capital  Club  Bldg. 
Raleigh,  NC  27601.  Transporting  (1) 
animal  feeds  and  poultry  feeds,  (2)  feed 
ingredients  and  seeds,  and  (3) 
agricultural  lime,  between  points  in  FL, 
GA,  MD,  NC,  SC,  VA,  PA,  and  NJ,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 

NC,  SC,  and  VA.  (Hearing  site:  Raleigh  • 
or  Greensboro,  NC.) 

MC  147386  (Sub-2F),  filed  September 

6. 1979.  Applicant:  BAER’S  TRANSIT 
INC.,  754  Airport  Rd.,  Menasha,  WI 
54952.  Representative:  James  A.  Spiegel, 
Olde  Towne  Office  Park,  6425  Odana 
Rd.,  Madison,  WI  53719.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  of  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  malt 
beverages,  (1)  from  St.  Louis,  MO,  and 
Coliunbus,  OH.  to  Wausau,  WI,  and  (2) 
from  St.  Paul,  to  Menasha,  WI, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Raer’s 
Beverage  Inc.,  and  Capital  ^les,  Inc., 
both  of  Menasha,  WI.  (Hearing  site: 
Madison,  WI.) 

MC  147496  (Sub-4F).  filed  August  14, 
1979.  Applicant:  FINGER  LAKES 
TRUCK  BROKERAGE  OF 
CANANDAIGUA,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  166, 
Canandaigua,  NY  14424.  Representative: 
S.  Michael  Richards.  P.O.  Box  225, 
Webster,  NY  14580.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
foodstuffs  (except  frozen  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  (a)  from  Buffalo 
and  Fredonia,  NY.  to  points  in  the 
United  States  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  mouth  of  the 
Mississippi  River  and  extending  along 
the  Mississippi  River  to  its  junction  with 
the  western  boundary  of  Itasca  County, 

MN.  thence  northward  along  the 
western  boundaries  of  Itasca  and 
Koochiching  Counties,  MN,  to  the 


International  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  (b)  from 
Rochester,  NY.  to  points  in  AR,  KS,  LA, 
OK,  MO.  TX,  and  points  in  the  United 
States  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  mouth  of  the  Mississippi  River  and 
extending  along  the  Mississippi  River  to 
its  junction  with  the  western  boundary 
of  Itasca  County,  MN,  thence  northward 
along  the  western  boimdaries  of  Itasca 
and  Koochiching  Counties,  MN.  to  the 
International  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture,  sale,  and 
distribution  of  foodstuffs  (except  in 
bulk),  (a)  from  points  in  the  United 
States  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  mouth  of  the  Mississippi  River  and 
extending  along  the  Mississippi  River  to 
its  jimction  with  the  western  boundary 
of  Itasca  County,  MN,  thence  northward 
along  the  western  boimdaries  of  Itasca 
and  Koochiching  Counties,  MN.  to  the 
International  Boimdary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  to  Buffalo 
and  Fredonia,  NY,  and  (b)  from  points  in 
AR,  KS,  LA,  OK,  MO,  TX,  and  points  in 
the  United  States  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  mouth  of  the 
Mississippi  River  and  extending  along 
the  Mississippi  River  to  its  junction  with 
the  western  boundary  of  Itasca  County, 
MN,  thence  northward  along  the 
western  boundaries  of  Itasca  and 
Koochiching  Counties,  MN,  to  the 
International  Boimdary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  to  Rochester, 
NY,  under  continuing  contract(s)  in 
(l)(a)  and  (2)(a)  with  Gioia  Macaroni 
Co.,  of  Buffalo,  NY,  in  (l)(b)  and  (2)(b) 
with  Bravo  Marcaroni  Co.,  of  Rochester, 
NY.  (Hearing  site:  Buffalo  or  Rochester, 
NY.) 

MC  147616  (Sub-2F),  filed  August  13. 
1979.  Applicant:  K  &  H  TRUCKING, 

INC.,  3301  S.  Lamar,  Dallas,  TX  75215. 
Representative:  Joe  Hester  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  steel 
containers  and  (2)  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
steel  containers  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  frttm  Dallas,  TX,  and  Birmingham, 
AL,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  CO.  IL,  KS,  LA, 
MS.  MO.  NM,  OK.  TN,  TX,  and  in  the 
reverse  direction,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Southwestern  Steel 
Container  Co.,  Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Dallas, 
TX,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  147676  (Sub-2F),  filed  August  21, 
1979.  Applicant:  KEATON  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  1008  So.  Lelia  St..  P.O.  Box 
1187,  Texarkana.  TX  75501. 
Representative:  Patsy  Washington 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  operate 


as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  petroleum 
and  petroleum  products,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Houston.  TX, 
to  Compton,  Los  Angeles,  Colton,  and 
Richmond,  CA,  and  Phoenix,  Tucson, 
Globe  and  Sahuarita,  AZ,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  ARCO 
Petroleum  Products  Co.,  of  Los  Angeles. 
CA.  (Hearing  site:  Houston  or  Dallas, 
TX.) 

MC  147887  (Sub-3F),  filed  September 

4, 1979.  Applicant:  K.  M.  COLLINS  & 

CO..  INC.,  262  North  Belt,  Suite  210, 
Houston,  TX  77060.  Representative: 

Clint  Oldham,  1108  Continental  Life 
Bldg.,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76102. 
Transporting  (1)  iron  and  steel  articles 
(except  pipe),  and  (2)  pipe,  from  Conroe. 
TX,  to  points  in  the  United  States, 
including  AK  but  excluding  HI;  and  (3) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  in  (1),  and  (2)  above,  in 
the  reverse  direction.  (Hearing  site: 
Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  147896  (Sub-lF),  filed  July  30, 

1979.  Applicant:  WESTERN  SONTEX, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  667,  Seal  Beach,  CA 
90740.  Representative:  Miles  L  Kavaller. 
315  So.  Beverly  Dr.,  Suite  315,  Beverly 
Hills,  CA  90212.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  floor 
covering  products,  firom  points  in  GA, 
Salem,  NJ,  Willow  Grove,  PA,  and 
Oneida.  174,  to  points  in  Kern,  Los 
Angeles,  Orange,  Riverside,  San 
Bernardino,  S^ta  Barbara  and  Ventura 
Counties,  CA,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Carroll  and  Stewart 
Distributors,  Inc.,  d/b/a  Valley  Floor 
Covering  Distributors.  (Hearing  site:  Los 
Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  147896  (Sub-2F),  filed  August  23, 
1979.  Applicant:  WESTERN  SONTEX, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  667,  Seal  Beach,  CA 
90740.  Representative:  Miles  L  Kavaller, 
315  So.  Beverly  Dr.,  Suite  315,  Beverly 
Hills,  CA  90212.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  candles, 
candles  in  glass,  candle  sets  and  candle 
holders,  from  Liverpool,  NY,  to  Phoenix, 
AZ,  Denver,  CO.  Los  Angeles.  CA, 
Abilene,  Junction  City  and  Kansas  City, 
KS,  New  Orleans,  LA,  St.  Louis,  MO, 
Edmond,  Oklahoma  City  and  Tulsa,  OK. 
and  Dallas,  Ft.  Worth  and  Houston,  TX, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Emkay 
Candle  Company.  (Hearing  site: 

Syracuse,  or  Buffalo,  NY.) 

MC  148137F.  filed  August  24. 1979. 
Applicant:  STANTON  SALES  & 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  11135 
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S.W.  Industrial  Way,  Tualatin,  OR 
97062.  Representative:  Thomas  Y. 
Higashi,  2075  S.W.  First  Ave.,  Suite  2N, 
Portland,  OR  97201.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  furniture 
and  furniture  parts,  (1)  from  the 
facilities  of  Stanton  Industries  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Tualatin,  OR,  to  points  in  WA,  CA, 
NV,  AZ,  CO,  MN,  TX,  OK,  and  UT,  and 
(2)  from  points  in  CA,  to  the  facilities  of 
Stanton  Industries,  at  or  near  Tualatin, 
OR,  under  continuing  contract(s)  in  (1) 
and  (2)  with  Stanton  Industries,  and  (3) 
from  points  in  CA,  to  points  in  OR,  NV, 
and  WA,  (4)  from  points  in  TX,  to  points 
in  OK,  MN,  AZ,  CO,  UT,  CA,  OR,  WA, 
and  NV,  and  (5)  from  points  in  MS,  to 
points  in  CO,  OK,  TX,  MN,  AZ,  UT,  NV, 
CA,  OR,  and  WA,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  in  (3),  (4),  and  (5)  with 
Grantree  Furniture  Rental  Corporation. 
(Hearing  site:  Portland,  OR.) 

MC  148147F,  filed  August  21, 1979. 
Applicant:  HERBERT  H.  ONASH  AND 
THOMAS  W.  ONASH  d.b.a.  ONASH  & 
SONS  TRUCKING.  4  N  439  John  St.. 
Bensenville,  IL  60106.  Representative: 
Albert  A.  Andrin,  180  North  LaSalle  St., 
Chicago,  IL  60601.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  plastic 
articles,  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  plastic 
articles  (except  in  bulk),  (1)  between  Elk 
Grove.  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  WI,  IN,  MI,  OH,  lA,  PA, 
TN,  KY,  and  NJ,  (2)  between  West 
Chicago,  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  MN,  KY,  MO,  WI,  IN,  lA, 
OH,  PA,  and  NJ,  and  (3)  between 
Addison,  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  IN,  MI,  WI,  and  OH, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  in  (1)  with 
Trans-Shape,  Inc.,  of  Elk  Grove,  IL,  in  (2) 
with  Handi-Kup  Illinois,  Inc.,  of  West 
Chicago,  IL,  and  (3)  with  Oxford 
Products  Div.  Futurex,  Inc.,  of  Addison, 
IL.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL) 

MC  148236F,  filed  September  5, 1979. 
Applicant:  JOSEPH  WARD  SHUBAT 
d.b.a.  SHUBAT  BUS  COMPANY,  113 
East  Caspian  Ave.,  Caspian,  MI  49915. 
Representative:  Karl  K.  Getting,  1200 
Bank  of  Lansing  Bldg.,  Lansing,  MI 
48933.  Transporting  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  round  trip  special  and 
charter  operations,  beginning  and 
ending  at  points  in  Baraga,  Iron, 
Marquette,  Houghton,  and  Dickinson 
Counties,  MI,  and  extending  to  points  iny 
the  United  States,  (including  AK  but 
excluding  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Lansing, 
MI.) 


MC  148246F.  filed  August  21. 1979. 
Applicant:  FAIRLEY  K.  CARTER,  723 
Veda  St,  Fayetteville.  NC  28306. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Building,  666  Eleventh 
St.  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20001.  To 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk), 
from  East  Rutherford,  NJ,  to  points  in 
NC,  SC,  GA  and  FL  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Delsaco  Food  Corp., 
Division  of  Cane  Miller  Corporation,  of 
East  Rutherford,  NJ.  (Hearing  site:  New 
York,  NY,  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  148247F,  filed  July  30. 1979. 
Applicant:  BROCK  CANDY  COMPANY, 
a  corporation.  4120  Jersey  Pike, 
Chattanooga,  TN  37421.  Representative: 
A.  Alexander  Taylor,  II,  10th  Floor, 
Volunteer  Bldg.,  Chattanooga,  TN  37402. 
To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
conunerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  foodstuffs  and  packaging 
materials,  i^m  points  in  FL  GA,  AL 
MS,  LA,  TX,  AR.  NC,  SC,  TN.  MO.  KS, 

IL  IN.  OH.  KY,  VA.  WI.  and  MN.  to 
Chattanooga,  TN,  imder  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Chattanooga  Bakery, 
Inc.,  and  IGtchen  Fresh,  Inc.,  of 
Chattanooga,  TN.  (Hearing  site: 
Chattanooga,  or  Nashville,  TN.) 

MC  148537F,  filed  June  15, 1979.' 
Applicant:  O’HARE  VAN  LINES,  INC., 
495-D  Busse  Rd..  Elk  Grove  Village,  IL 
60007.  Representative:  James  Traynor,  39 
S.  LaSalle,  Chicago.  IL  60603.  To  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  kitchen 
cabinets,  and  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  kitchen  remodeling, 
between  Chicago,  IL  and  points  in  IN, 

IL  WI,  MI,  MN,  and  lA,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Quaker  Maid 
Kitchens,  Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  DL.) 

Volume  No.  35 

Decided:  February  4, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
1,  Members  Carleton,  Joyce  and  Jones. 

MC  76  (Sub-18F),  filed  September  24, 
1979.  Applicant:  MAWSON  & 

MAWSON.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  248. 
Langhome,  PA  19047.  Representative: 
Richard.  C.  McGinnis,  711  Washington 
Building,  Washin^on,  DC  20005. 
Transporting  (1)  iron  and  steel  articles, 
from  the  facilities  of  DANA  CORP.,  at  or 
near  Reading,  PA,  to  points  in  OH,  WV, 
IN,  IL  and  those  in  MI  in  and  south  of 
Oceana,  Newaygo,  Mecosta,  Isabella, 
Midland,  and  Bay  Counties;  and  (2) 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies 
(except  in  bulk),  used  in  the 
manufachire  of  the  commodities  named 


in  (1)  above,  in  the  reverse  direction. 
(Hearing  site:  Philadelphia,  PA  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  76  (Sub-22F),  filed  September  21. 
1979.  Applicant:  MAWSON  & 
MAWSON.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  248, 
Langhome,  PA  19047.  Representative: 
Richard.  C.  McGinnis,  711  Washington 
Building,  Washington,  DC  20005. 
Transporting  (1)  iron  and  steel  articles, 
from  the  facilities  of  Copperweld  Steel 
Co.,  at  or  near  Warren,  OH,  to  points  in 
MA,  RI.  CT,  NY.  NJ,  MD.  DE,  VA,  WV. 
PA,  and  those  in  MI  in  and  south  of 
Oceana,  Newaygo,  Mecosta,  Isabella, 
Midland,  and  Bay  Counties;  and  (2) 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies 
(except  in  bulk),  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1)  above,  in  the  reverse  direction. 
(Hearing  site:  Cleveland,  OH,  or 
Washington.  DC.) 

MC  11207  (Sub-501F),  filed  September 

18. 1979.  Applicant:  DEATON.  INC.,  317 
Avenue  W.,  P.O.  Box  938,  Birmingham 
AL  35201.  Representative:  Kim  D.  Mann, 
Suite  1010,  7101  Wisconsin  Ave., 
Washington,  DC  20014.  Transporting  (1) 
iron  and  steel  articles  and  pipe,  from  the 
facilities  of  Fort  Worth  Pipe  &  Supply 
Co.,  at  or  near  Conroe,  TX,  to  points  in 
the  United  States,  including  AK  but 
excluding  HI;  and  (2)  equipment  and 
materials  used  in  Ae  production  of  (1) 
above,  in  the  reverse  direction.  (Hearing 
site:  Houston,  TX.) 

MC  11207  (Sub-502F),  filed  September 

24. 1979.  Applicant:  DEATON,  INC.,  317 
Avenue  W..  P.O.  Box  938,  Birmingham 
AL  35201.  Representative:  Kim  D.  Mann, 
Suite  1010,  7101  Wisconsin  Ave., 
Washington,  DC  20014.  Transporting 
steel  and  wood  doors  and  parts  therefor 
from  Jim  Walter  Doors,  Division  of 
Celotex  Corporation,  at  Century,  FL  to 
points  in  AL  AR,  FL  GA,  KY,  LA,  MS, 
NC,  OK,  SC,  TN.  TX,  VA,  and  WV. 
(Hearing  site:  Jacksonville.  FL  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  11207  (Sub-503F).  filed  September 

26. 1979.  Applicant:  DEATON,  INC.,  317 
Avenue  W.,  P.O.  Box  938,  Birmingham 
AL  35201.  Representative:  Kim  D.  Mann, 
Suite  1010,  7101  Wisconsin  Ave., 
Washington,  DC  20014.  Transporting  (1) 
malt  beverages,  in  containers,  from 
Albany,  GA,  to  Birmingham,  AL. 
(Hearing  site:  Birmingham,  AL  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  26396  (Sub-294F),  filed  September 

24. 1979.  Applicant:  THE  WAGGONERS 
TRUCKING,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box 
31357,  Billings,  MT  59107. 

Representative:  Bradford  E.  Kistler,  P.O. 
Box  82028,  Lincoln,  NE  68501. 
Transporting  Agricultural  chemicals, 
from  Randolph,  WI,  to  points  in  MT,  ND, 
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SD.  lA.  NE,  WY,  ID,  MN.  and  UT. 
(He€iring  site:  Billings,  MT.) 

MC  26396  (Sub-295F),  filed  September 

24. 1979.  Applicant:  THE  WAGGONERS 
TRUCKING,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
31357,  Billings,  MT  59107. 
Representative:  Bradford  E.  Kistler,  P.O. 
Box  ^028,  Lincoln,  NE  68501. 
Transporting  drywall  tape,  from  Kansas 
City,  KS,  to  ports  of  ent^  on  the 
international  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  in  MT, 
restricted  to  traffic  moving  in  foreign 
commerce.  (Hearing  site:  Billings,  MT.) 

MC  26396  (Sub-303F],  filed  September 

20. 1979.  Applicant:  THE  WAGGONERS 
TRUCKING,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
31357,  Billings,  MT  59107. 
Representative:  Bradford  E.  Kistler,  p.O. 
Box  82028,  Lincoln,  NE  68501. 
Transporting  (1)  such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  or  used  by  gun  clubs  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  fi'om  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI)  to 
points  in  lA,  IL  and  MO;  and  (2) 
reclaimed  shot  (except  conuno^ties  in 
bulk),  between  points  in  LA,  IL  and  MO. 
(Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE.) 

MC  27817  (Sub-16lF),  filed  September 

19. 1979.  Applicant:  H.  C.  GABLER,  INC., 
R.D.  No.  3,  P.O.  Box  220,  Chambersburg, 
PA  17201.  Representative:  Christian  V. 
Graf,  407  North  Front  Street,  Harrisburg, 
PA  17101.  Transporting  canned  goods. 
fi'om  the  facilities  of  the  Joan  of  Arc 
Company  (1)  at  or  near  Turkey,  NC  to 
points  in  CT,  DE,  DL,  IN,  ME,  MD,  MA, 
MI,  NH.  NJ,  NY,  OH.  PA.  RI.  VT,  VA. 
WV,  and  DC,  and  (2)  at  or  near  (a) 
Hoopeston,  IL  and  (b)  Princeville,  IL,  to 
points  in  MD,  NJ,  PA,  New  York,  NY, 
and  DC,  restricted  in  parts  (1)  and  (2)  to 
traffic  originating  at  and  destined  to  the 
named  origins  and  destinations. 

(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC,  or 
Harrisburg,  PA.) 

MC  41406  (Sub-156F),  filed  September 

20. 1979.  Applicant:  ARTIM 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM,  INC., 
8400  Westlake  Dr.,  Merrillville,  IN  46410. 
Representative:  Wade  H.  Bourdon  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  (1) 
agricultural,  construction  and  industrial 
machinery,  engines  and  equipment,  and 
(2)  such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  lawn,  garden  and  leisure 
produce  dealers,  between  the  facilities 
of  Allis-Chalmers  Corporation,  at  or 
near  (a)  LaPorte,  IN,  and  (b)  Milwaukee 
and  Port  Washington,  WI,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD, 
NE,  CO,  OK,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site: 
Milwaukee,  WI,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  42487  (Sub-948F),  filed  September 

20. 1979.  Applicant:  CONSOLIDATED 
FREIGHTWAYS  CORPORATION  OF 
DELAWARE,  175  Linfield  Dr.,  Menlo 


Park,  CA  94025.  Representative:  V.  R. 
Oldenburg.  P.O.  Box  3062,  Portland,  OR 
97208.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value),  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment, 
serving  the  facilities  of  United  Steel 
Products  at  Montgomery,  MN,  as  an  off- 
route  point  in  connection  with  carrier’s 
otherwise  authorized  regular  route 
operations.  (Hearing  site:  Minneapolis, 
MN.) 

Note. — ^Applicant  states  it  intends  to  tack 
to  its  existi^  authority  any  authority  it  may 
acquire  in  the  fuhu%. 

MC  51146  (Sub-755F),  filed  September 

17, 1979.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2298, 
Green  Bay,  WI  54306.  Representative: 
Neil  A.  Dujardin  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  canned  and 
preserved  foodstuffs,  from  the  facilities 
of  Heinz  USA  at  or  near  Fremont,  OH  to 
points  in  CT,  DE,  ME,  MD,  MA,  NH,  NJ, 
NY,  PA,  VT,  VA,  and  DC,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  the  named  origin  and  destined  to  the 
named  destination  states.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  51146  (Sub-756F),  filed  September 

17. 1979.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2298, 
Green  Bay,  WI  54306.  Representative: 
Neil  A.  Dujardin  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  (1)  tool 
cabinets,  tool  chests,  tool  boxes, 
medical  cabinets,  work  benches,  and 
shelves,  and  (2)  equipment,  materials, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities 
named  in  (1)  above  between  points  in 
the  United  States,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Waterloo 
Industries.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  51146  (Sub-757F),  filed  September 

20. 1979.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2298, 
Green  Bay,  WI  54306.  Representative: 
Neil  A.  Dujardin  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  (1)  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
wholesale,  retail,  chain  grocery,  and 
food  business  houses  and  agricultural 
feed  business  houses;  soy  products; 
paste,  flour  products;  dairy  based 
products,  and  (2)  materials,  ingredients 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
development,  manufacture,  distribution 
and  sale  of  the  products  in  (1)  above 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI),  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to 
facilities  used  by  Ralston  Purina 
Company.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL) 


MC  59206  (Sub-27F),  filed  September 

26. 1979.  Applicant:  HOLLAND  MOTOR 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  750  E.  40th  St..  Holland, 
MI  49423.  Representative:  Kenneth  De 
Vries  (same  address  as  applicant).  Over 
regular  routes,  transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  South  Haven  and  Kalamazoo. 
MI,  over  MI  Hwy  43,  serving  aU 
intermediate  points.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL) 

MC  59367  (Sub-144F),  filed  September 

17. 1979.  Applicant:  DECKER  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  915,  Fort  Dodge,  LA 
50501.  Representative:  William  L 
Fairbank,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  lA  50309.  Transporting  (1)  grain 
and  feed  handling  equipment  and 
storage  bins,  steel  buildings,  feed 
mixing  mills,  grain  dryers,  and  (2)  parts, 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  operation  of  the 
commodities  named  in  part  (1),  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilities  of  Modem  Farm  Systems.  Inc. 
at  Webster  City,  lA  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IL  IN,  KS, 
MN,  MO,  MT.  NE.  ND.  SD  and  WI, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  above- 
named  facilities.  (Hearing  site:  Des 
Moines,  lA,  or  St.  Paul.  MN.) 

MC  63417  (Sub-247F),  filed  September 

27. 1979.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY, 
INCORPORATED.  P.O.  BOX  13447, 
Roanoke,  VA  24034.  Representative: 
William  E.  Bain  (same  address  as 
Applicant).  Transporting  (1)  containers, 
container  closures,  container 
components,  glassware,  and  packaging 
products,  (2)  scrap  materials  (Except 
commodities  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 
and  (3)  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture,  sale, 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities 
named  in  (1)  above  (except  commodities 
in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles,  and  those 
requiring  special  shipment),  between 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI),  restricted  to  the  transport  of 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Owens  Illinois, 

Incorporated.  (Hearing  site:  Washington, 
DC.) 

MC  69116  (Sub-251F),  filed  September 

20. 1979.  Applicant:  SPECTOR 
INDUSTRIES.  INC.,  d.b.a.  Spector 
Freight  System,  1050  Kingery  Highway, 
Bensenville,  IL  60106.  Representative: 
Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39  south  LaSalle 
Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603.  Transporting 
(1)  iron  and  steel  articles,  and  (2) 
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commodities  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
iron  and  steel  articles  (except , 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilities  of  National  Steel  Corporation 
at  or  near  (a)  Weirton,  WV,  and  (b) 
Steubenville,  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  AL,  CT,  FL,  GA, 
IL,  IN,  lA,  KY,  MD,  MA,  MI,  MN,  MO, 
NH,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  OH,  PA,  SC,  TN,  WI 
and  VA.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  78687  (Sub-82F),  filed  September 

25. 1979.  Applicant:  LOTT  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  751,  Moravia,  NY 
13118.  Representative:  E.  Stephen 
Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666 
Eleventh  St.,  NW,  Washington,  DC 
20001.  Transporting  lumber,  forest 
products,  and  building  materials,  from 
points  in  NC  and  VA  to  points  in  CT, 

DE,  ME,  MD,  MA,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  PA,  RI, 
and  VT.  (Hearing  site:  Richmond,  VA,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  79726  (Sub-6F),  filed  September 

18. 1979.  Applicant:  JOHN  aACK)  W. 
HOCKERSMITH  AND  JACK 
HOCKERSMITH,  JR.,  a  Partnership 
d.b.a.  JACK  HOCKERSMITH  &  SON 
TRUCKING,  P.O.  Box  333,  Pine  Bluffs, 
WY  82082.  Representative:  Jack 
Hockersmith,  Jr.  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  Fertilizer, 
between  points  in  WY,  CO,  NE,  and  KS. 
(Hearing  site:  Cheyenne,  WY,  or  Denver, 
CO.) 

MC  95876  (Sub-312F),  filed  September 

17. 1979.  Applicant:  ANDERSON 
TRUCKING  SERVICE,  INC.,  203  Cooper 
Ave.  No.,  St.  Cloud,  56301. 
Representative:  Robert  D.  Gisvold,  1000 
First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Minneapoilis, 
MN  55402.  Transporting  valves  and 
hydrants,  and  parts,  attachments  and 
accessories  therefor,  from  Beaumont, 

TX,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK,  HI,  AL,  AZ,  AR,  CA,  FL, 

GA,  LA,  MS,  NV,  NM,  NC,  SC,  TN  and 
UT).  (Hearing  site:  Houston  or  Dallas, 
TX) 

MC  100666  (Sub-493F),  filed 
September  20, 1979.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  LA  71107.  Representative: 
Wilburn  L.  Williamson,  Suite  615-East, 
The  Oil  Center,  2601  Northwest 
Expressway,  Oklahoma  City,  OK  73112. 
Transporting  fire  brick  and  bonding 
mortar,  frt)m  the  facilities  of  Wellsville 
Fire  Brick  Company,  at  or  near 
Wellsville,  MO  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  GA, 
lA,  IN,  IL,  KY,  ML  MS,  OH,  OK,  PA,  TN, 
TX  and  WI.  (Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX) 

MC  100666  (Sub-494F),  filed 
September  27, 1979.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC,  P.O.  Box  766, 
Shreveport,  LA  71107.  Representative: 
Wilburn  L  Williamson,  Suite  615,  EasL 


The  Oil  Center,  2601  Northwest 
Expressway,  Oklahoma  City,  OK  73112. 
Transporting  (1)  plastic  articles,  and  (2) 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
plastic  articles  (except  commodities  in 
bulk  and  those  which  because  of  size 
and  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  between  the  facilities  of 
Fort  Howard  Paper  Company,  at  or  near 
Muskogee,  OK,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AL,  FL,  GA,  KY,  MS, 
NC,  SC,  TN,  and  VA.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  D.C.) 

MC  100666  (Sub-495F),  filed 
September  26, 1979.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666, 
Shreveport,  LA  71107.  Representative: 
Wilburn  L.  Williamson,  Suite  615,  East, 
The  Oil  Center,  2601  Northwest 
Expressway,  Oklahoma  City,  OK  73112. 
Transporting  (1)  cooling  equipment  and 
parts,  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies,  (except  in  bulk)  used  in 
connection  with  cooling  equipment,  and 
(2)  materials,  equipment  and  supplies, 
(except  in  bulk)  used  in  the  manufacture 
or  distribution  of  commodities  named  in 

(1)  above,  between  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  Restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  in  (1)  above 
originating  at  the  facilities  of  Tlie 
Marley  Cooling  Tower  Company,  and  in 

(2)  above  destined  to  the  facilities  of  the 
Marley  Cooling  Tower  Company. 
(Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX,  or  New 
Orleans,  LA.) 

MC  102616  (Sub-1012F),  filed 
September  24, 1979.  Applicant: 
COASTAL  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  250 
North  Cleveland-Massilon  Rd.,  Akron, 
OH  44313.  Representative:  David  F. 
McAllister  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  butane  mix,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  (1)  Wayne  City,  IL, 
to  East  Mount  Carmel,  IN,  and  (2)  East 
Moimt  Carmel,  IN,  to  Pane,  IL,  and 
Kilgore,  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Kansas  City, 
or  St.  Louis.  MO.) 

MC  102616  (Sub-1013F),  filed 
September  17, 1979.  Applicant: 
COASTAL  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  250 
North  Cleveland-Massillon  Rd.,  Akron, 
OH  44313.  Representative:  David  F. 
McAllister  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transportii^  lubricating  oil,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  firom  Port  Huron,  MI,  and 
Olive  Branch,  MS,  to  points  in  IL,  NJ. 

PA,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Detroit, 
or  Chicago,  iL) 

MC  105566  (Sub-209F),  filed 
September  24, 1979.  Applicant:  SAM 
TANKSLEY  TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1120,  Cape  Girardeau,  MO  63701. 
Representative:  Thomas  F.  Kilroy,  Suite 
406,  Executive  Bldg.,  6901  Old  Keene 
Mill  Rd.,  Springfield,  VA  22150. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 


dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers  of 
glass  containers,  glassware,  closures, 
plastic  articles,  chainaware  and 
hardware  (except  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilities  of  Anchor  Hocking 
Corporation,  in  CA,  FL.  TX.  IL,  IN,  and 
WV,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Columbus,  OH.) 

MC  107496  (Sub-1244F),  filed 
September  20, 1979.  Applicant:  RUAN 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  666 
Grand  Ave.,  Des  Moines,  lA  50309. 
Representative:  E.  Check,  P.O.  Box  855. 
Des  Moines,  LA  50304.  Transporting 
commodities  in  bulk,  between  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Des  Moines,  LA,  or 
Chicago,  IL) 

MC  107727  (Sub-30F),  filed  September 

27, 1979.  Applicant:  ALAMO  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  6013  Rittiman  Plaza,  San  Antonio, 
TX  78218.  Representative:  Damon  R. 
Capps,  Suite  1230,  Capital  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Houston,  TX  77002.  Over 
regular  routes,  transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  commodities  in  bulk,  articles 
of  unusual  value,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  and 
commodities  requiring  special 
equipment),  (1)  between  the  jimction  of 
US  Hwys  M  and  77  and  TX  Hwy  511 
and  tile  junction  of  TX  Hwy  511  and  TX 
Hwy  4  over  TX  Hwy  511,  serving  no 
intermediate  points;  (2)  between  the 
junction  of  US  Hwy  83  and  TX  Hwy  755 
and  the  jimction  of  TX  Hwy  755  and  US 
Hwy  281  over  TX  Hwy  755,  serving  no 
intermediate  points;  and  (3)  between  the 
junction  of  US  Hwy  281  and  TX  Hwy  97 
and  the  junction  of  US  Hwy  83  and  TX 
Hwy  649,  from  the  jimction  of  US  Hwy 
281  and  TX  Hwy  97  over  TX  Hwy  16  to 
the  junction  of  TX  Hwys  16  and  649,  and 
then  over  TX  Hwy  649  to  the  junction  of 
TX  Hwy  649  and  US  Hwy  83  and  return, 
serving  no  intermediate  points.  (Hearing 
site:  San  Antonio,  or  Houston,  ibc.) 

Notf|f>:Applicant  intends  to  tack  the  above 
routes  vnth  its  existing  authority. 

MC  113666  (Sub-185F),  filed 
September  17, 1979.  Applicant: 
FREEPORT  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1200 
Butler  Rd.,  Freeport,  PA  16229. 
Representative:  D.  R.  Smetanick  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  (1) 
agricultural  implements  and  lawn  and 
garden  equipment,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
production,  installation,  and  operation 
of  the  commodities  in  (1)  above, 
between  the  facilities  of  AUis-Chalmers, 
at  or  near  La  Porte,  IN,  Milwaukee  and 
Port  Washington,  WI,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  MA,  MO, 

NY.  OH.  and  PA.  Rearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.  or  Pittsburgh,  PA.) 
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MC  113666  (Sub-186F),  filed 
September  24, 1979.  Applicant: 
FREEPORT  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1200 
Butler  Road.,  P.O.  Drawer  “A”,  Freeport, 
PA  16229.  Representative:  R.  S. 

Manhood  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Insulation,  insulating  materials,  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  production  and  installation  of 
insulation  and  insulating  materials. 
between  Rochester,  NY,  and  Wauseon, 
OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Pittsburgh,  PA,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  114457  (Sub-545F),  filed 
September  24, 1979.  Applicant:  DART 
TRANSIT  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
2102  University  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  MN 
55114.  Representative:  James  H.  Wills 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  wood  excelsior  products 
from  ^ce  Lake  and  Marinette,  WI,  and 
Englewood,  CO,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Dallas,  TX  or  St.  Paul,  MN.) 

MC  114457  (Sub-548F),  filed 
September  24, 1979.  Applicant:  DART 
TRANSIT  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
2102  University  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  MN 
55114.  Representative:  James  H.  Wills 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers  and 
distributors  of  cellulose  products 
(exc^t  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI),  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of 
Diversified  Insulation,  Inc.  (Hearing  site: 
Miimeapolis,  MN  or  St.  Paul,  MN.) 

MC  114457  (Sub-549F),  filed 
September  24, 1979.  Applicant:  DART 
TRANSIT  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
2102  University  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  MN 
55114.  Representative:  James  H.  Wills 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  and  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  St.  Louis,  MO  and  those 
points  in  the  United  States  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  mouth  of  the 
Mississippi  River,  and  extending  along 
the  Mississippi  River  to  its  junction  with 
the  western  boundary  of  Itasca  Coimty, 
thence  northward  along  the  western 
boundaries  of  Itasca  and  Koochiching 
Counties,  Minn.,  to  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada  to  points  in  Anoka, 
Dakota,  Hennepin,  Ottertail,  Ramsey, 
Wadena,  and  Washington  Counties, 

MN.  (Hearing  site:  Miimeapolis,  or  St. 
Paul,  MN.) 

MC  115496  (Sub-124F),  filed 
September  21, 1979.  Applicant:  LUMBER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  111, 


Cochran,  GA  31014.  Representative:  Roy 
E.  Hamrick  (Same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  roofing  materials,  fitim  the 
facilities  of  Johns-Manville  Sales 
Corporation,  at  or  near  Savannah,  GA, 
to  points  in  AL,  FL,  NC,  SC,  TN,  and  VA. 
(Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA,  Jacksonville, 
FL.) 

MC  115557  (Sub-25F),  filed  September 

20. 1979.  Applicant:  CHARLES  A. 
McCauley,  308  Leasure  Way,  New 
Bethlehem,  PA.  16242.  Representative: 
Henry  M.  Wick,  Jr.,  2310  Grant  Bldg., 
Pittsburgh,  PA.  15219.  Transporting  (1) 
musical  instrument  cases,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  musical 
instrument  cases,  between  Brooklyn, 

NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  US  (including  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  New  York.  NY,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  115667  (Sub-14F),  filed  September 

19. 1979.  Applicant:  ARROW 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEMS.  INC., 
320  Seymour  Blvd.,  North  Vancouver, 
B.C.,  Canada  V7J  2J3.  Representative: 
Clyde  H.  Maciver,  1900  Peoples  National 
Bank  B,  1415  15th  Ave.,  Seattle,  WA 
98171.  Transporting  commodities,  the 
transportation  of  which,  because  of  size 
and  weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  between  points  in  WA,  OR 
and  CA.  (Hearing  site:  Seattle,  WA.) 

MC  115667  (Sub-15F),  filed  September 

19, 1979.  Applicant:  ARROW 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEMS.  INC., 
320  Seymour  Blvd.,  North  Vancouver, 
B.C.,  Canada  V7J  2J3.  Representative: 
Clyde  H.  Maciver,  1900  Peoples  National 
Bank  B,  1415 15th  Ave.,  Seattle,  WA 
98171.  Transporting  lumber,  lumber 
products  and  wood  products  between 
points  in  WA,  OR  and  CA.  (Hearing  site: 
Seattle,  WA.) 

MC  115826  (Sub-545F).  filed 
September  26, 1979.  Applicant:  W.  J. 
DIGBY,  INC.,  6015  East  58th  Ave., 
Commerce  City,  CO  80022. 
Representative:  Howard  Gora  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
confectionery  products,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration 
fi'om  Chicago,  IL  and  Hackettstown,  NJ 
to  ports  of  entry  on  the  international 
boundary  line  between  United  States 
and  Canada  located  in  MI  and  NY, 
restricted  to  traffic  moving  in  foreign 
commerce.  (Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  117786  (Sub-277F),  filed 
September  21, 1979.  Applicant:  RILEY 
WHITTLE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  19038, 

Phoenix,  AZ  85009.  Representative: 
Thomas  F.  Kilroy,  Suite  406,  Executive 
Bldg.,  6901  Old  Keene  Mill  Rd., 
Springfield,  VA  22150.  Transporting 


charcoal,  charcoal  briquettes,  fireplace 
logs,  charcoal  lighter  fluid  (in 
containers),  hickory  chips,  and 
vermiculite,  between  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Cinciimati,  OH.) 

MC  118516  (Sub-4F),  filed  September 

25. 1979.  Applicant:  MAMMOTH  OF 
ALASKA,  INC.,  429  Industrial  Way, 
Anchorage,  AK  99501.  Representative: 
Arthur  R.  Hauver,  P.O.  Box  2782, 
Anchorage,  AK  99510.  Transporting  (1) 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  and  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission),  between 
Fairbanks,  AK,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AK  (except  those  in 
the  Alaska  panhandle),  and  (2) 
commodities  in  bulk  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment,  between 
Seward,  Anchorage,  and  Valdez,  AK,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  AK  (except  those  in  the  Alaska 
panhandle).  (Hearing  site:  Fairbanks,  or 
Anchorage,  AK.) 

MC  119656  (Sub-67F),  filed  September 

21. 1979.  Applicant:  NORTH  EXPRESS, 
INC.  219  Main  St.,  Winamac,  IN  46996. 
Representative:  Donald  W.  Smith,  P.O. 
Box  40248,  Indianapolis,  IN  46240. 
Transporting:  (1)  adhesives,  gypsum  and 
gypsum  products,  building  materials, 
gypsum  board  paper,  and  paint  and 
paint  products,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  distribution,  and 
installation  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1)  above,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk]  between  the  facilities  of  the 
United  States  Gypsum  Company  at  East 
Chicago,  IN  on  Ae  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other,  points  in  OH,  MI,  KY,  IL,  IN,  WV, 
MO,  Wl,  and  PA.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago, 
IL.) 

MC  119656  (Sub-68F),  filed  September 

21. 1979.  Applicant:  NORTH  EXPRESS. 
INC.,  219  Main  Street,  Winamac,  IN 
46996.  Representative:  Donald  W.  Smith, 
P.O.  Box  40248,  Indianapolis,  IN  46240. 
Transporting  fabricated  metal  products, 
fi-om  the  facilities  of  United  States 
Gypsum  Company  at  Franklin  Park,  IN, 
to  points  in  OH,  MI,  KY,  IN,  WV.  MO. 
WI,  PA,  IL  and  NY.  (Hearing  stie: 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  119767  (Sub-366F),  filed 
September  18, 1979.  Applicant:  BEAVER 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  P.O.  Box  186, 

Pleasant  Prairie,  WI  53158. 
Representative:  John  R.  Sims.  Jr.,  915 
Pennsylvania  B,  425  13th  St.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Transporting 
frozen  foods,  from  Holland  and 
Saugatuck,  MI  to  points  in  IL,  IN,  MN, 
MO,  OH  and  WI.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago, 
IL,  or  Washington,  DC.) 
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MC 119917  (Sub-60F],  filed  September 

19, 1979.  Applicant:  DUDLEY 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  724 
Memorial  Dr.,  S.E.,  Atlanta,  GA  30316. 
Representative:  Theodore  Polydoroff, 
Suite  301, 1307  Dolley  Madison  B, 
McLean,  VA  22101.  Transporting  (1) 
foodstuffs,  and  (2)  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
foodstuffs  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  points  in  the  United  States, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  facilities  of 
Keebler  Company.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  D.C.) 

MC  119777  (Sub-415F),  filed 
September  26, 1979.  Applicant:  UGON 
SPECIALIZED  HAULER,  INC.,  Hwy  85 
East.  Madisonville,  KY  42431. 
Representative:  Carl  U.  Hurst,  P.O. 
Drawer  “L”,  Madisonville.  KY  42431. 
Transporting  (1)  cooling  equipment  and 
parts,  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
(except  in  bulk),  used  in  connection  with 
cooling  equipment,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  (except  in  bulk) 
used  in  the  manufacture  or  distribution 
of  commodities  neimed  in  (1)  above, 
between  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  in  (1) 
above  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  facilities  of  The 
Marley  Cooling  Tower  Company  and  in 
(2)  above  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  The  Marley 
Cooling  Tower  Company.  (Hearing  site: 
Dallas,  TX,  or  New  Orleans,  LA.) 

MC  120427  (Sub-33F),  filed  September 

17. 1979.  Applicant:  WILLIAMS 
TRANFER,  INC.,  2128  East  Hwy  #30, 
Grand  Island,  NE  68801.  Representative: 
John  K.  Walker  (same  address  as 
applicant).  TYansporting  meats,  meat 
products  and  meat  byproducts  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing 
houses,  from  Denison,  Carroll.  Iowa 
Falls.  Sioux  City,  FL  Dodge,  and  Des 
Moines.  lA,  Crete.  Lincoln,  and  Omaha. 
NE,  to  points  in  MT,  WY,  OR,  NV,  ID, 

AZ,  and  UT,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  facilities  of  Farmland  Foods,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  the  named  origins.  (Hearing  Site: 
Omaha,  NE,  or  Des  Moines,  lA.) 

MC  121496  (Sub-36F),  filed  September 

17. 1979.  Applicant:  CANGO 
CORPORATION.  Suite  2900, 1100  Milam 
Bldg.,  Houston.  TX  77002. 

Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666 11th  St.  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Transporting  (1) 
acids  and  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  fitim  the  facilities  of  Union 
Carbide  Corporation,  at  or  near 
Brownsville.  TX  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  and  (2) 
acids,  chemicals  and  petroleum 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  in  the 


reverse  direction.  (Hearing  site: 

Houston,  TX.) 

MC  121496  (Sub-37F).  filed  September 

20. 1979.  Applicant:  CANGO 
CORPORATION.  Suite  2900, 1100  Milam 
Bldg.,  Houston,  77002. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666 11th  St.  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Transporting  (1) 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  the  facilities  of  Union  Carbide 
Corporation,  at  or  near  North  Seadrift, 
TX,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI),  and  (2)  acids, 
chemicals  and  petroleum  products,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  in  the  reverse 
direction.  (Hearing  site:  Houston.  TX.) 

MC  121787  (Sub-2F),  filed  September 

25. 1979.  Applicant:  SIDNEY  R. 
CAMPBELL  d.b.a.  DRILLING  MUD 
HAULERS,  Star  Route  A,  Box  1349, 
Anchorage,  AK  99502.  Representative: }. 
G.  Dail,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  LL,  McLean,  VA 
22101.  Transporting  drilling  mud 
products  and  compounds  and  well 
logging  units,  (1)  between  Seattle,  WA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Alaska;  (2)  between  Barrow, 
Tanana,  and  Fort  Greely,  AK,  and  those 
points  in  Alaska  lying  east  of  151 
degrees  30  minutes  west  longitude, 
induding  points  on  the  Kenai  Peninsula, 
but  exduding  points  south  of  60  degrees 
north  latitude  and  east  of  the  west  side 
of  Yakutat  Bay  and  Disenchantment 
Bay.  (Hearing  site:  Anchorage,  AK.) 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  part  (2)  is  to  convert 
applicant’s  certificate  of  registration  to  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity,  and  issuance  of  this  authority  is 
conditioned  upon  receipt  of  applicant’s 
written  request  for  cancellation  of  Certificate 
of  Registration  MC  121787  issued  January  19, 
1977, 

MC  123407  (Sub-613F),  filed 
September  24, 1979.  Applicant: 

SAWYER  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Sawyer 
Center.  Route  1,  Chesterton,  IN  46304. 
Representative:  H.  E.  Miller,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
agricultural  equipment  and  industrial 
equipment  dealers  and  manufacturers 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  between 
points  in  the  United  States,  (except  AK 
and  HI)  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Allis-Chalmers  Corporation. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL) 

MC  123407  (Sub-614F),  filed 
September  24, 1979.  Applicant: 

SAWYER  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  Sawyer 
Center.  Route  1,  Chesterton,  IN  46304. 
Representative:  H.  E.  Miller.  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  (1) 
insulating  materials,  in  cartons,  (2) 
blankets,  in  cartons,  and  (3)  insulating 
paper  and  insulating  roll  board,  from 


Erwin,  TN.  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC. 

MC  124306  (Sub-72F),  filed  September 

17. 1979.  Applicant:  K^AN 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY. 
INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  2729, 

Chapel  Hill,  NC  27514.  Representative: 
Richard  A.  Mehley,  1000 16th  St  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20036.  Transporting 
polyester  chips,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
fi'om  the  facilities  of  Rohm  and  Haas  , 
Company,  at  or  near  Fayetteville,  NC,  to 
Hopewell,  VA.  (Hearing  site:  Raleigh, 
NC,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  124887  (Sub'98F),  filed  September 

25. 1979.  Applicant:  SHELTON 
TRUCKING  SERVICE,  INC.,  Rt  1.  Box 
230,  Altha,  FL  32421.  Representative:  Sol 
H.  Proctor,  1101  Blackstone  Bldg., 
Jacksonville,  FL  32202.  Transporting  (1) 
fertilizer  and  fertilizer  materials  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  maniifaoture  of  fertilizer  (except 
in  bulk),  between  Pace,  FL,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL, 

GA.  LA,  MS,  and  TN.  (Hearing  site: 
Jacksonville  or  Tallahassee.  FL) 

MC  125527  (Sub-4F),  filed  September 

24. 1979.  Applicant:  BUFORD  OWENS 
Al^  JERRY  C.  OWENS,  a  partnership, 
d.b.a.  OWENS  BROS.  TRUCKING  & 
LIME  CO.,  P.O.  Box  376,  Bernie,  MO 
63822.  Representative:  Thomas  P.  Rose, 
P.O.  Box  205,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102. 
Transporting  (1)  dry  fertilizer  and 
fertilizer  ingredients,  in  bulk,  from 
points  in  Mississippi  County.  AR,  to 
points  in  MO,  and  (2)  fertilizer  and 
fertilizer  ingredients  (except  petroleum 
and  petroleum  products),  fi'om  points  in 
Pemiscott  County,  MO,  to  points  in  AR, 
KY.  and  TN.  (Hearing  site:  Jefferson 
City,  or  St.  Louis,  Mo.) 

MC  125777  (Sub-260),  filed  September 

18. 1979.  Applicant:  JACK  GRAY 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  4600  East  15th  Ave., 
Gary,  IN  46406.  Representative:  Allan  C. 
Zuckerman,  39  South  LaSalle  St., 

Chicago,  IL  60603.  Transporting  lime  and 
limestone  products,  in  dump  vehicles, 
between  points  in  MI  and  OH,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
AL  IL  IN.  KY,  MI,  NY.  OH.  PA,  TN.  and 
WV.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL) 

MC  125777  (Sub-261F).  filed 
September  20, 1979.  Applicant:  JACK 
GRAY  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  4800  East 
15th  Ave.,  Gary.  IN  46406. 

Representative:  Allan  C.  Zuckerman,  39 
South  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
Transporting  grinding  balls,  in  dump 
vehicles,  fix)m  Duluth,  MN,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL) 

MC  125916  (Sub-13F),  filed  September 

24. 1979.  Applicant:  NORWOOD 
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TRANSPORTATION.  INC;;  2232  South 
7200  West.  Magna.  UT  84044. 
Representative:  Macoy  A.  McMurray, 
Suite  800,  Beneficial  Life  Tower.  36 
South  State  Street,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT 
84111.  Transporting  fertilizer  and 
fertilizer  ingredients  in  bulk  between 
points  in  CO,  ID,  NV,  NM,  UT,  and  WY. 

MC 133566  (Sub-148F),  filed 
September  24, 1979.  Applicant: 
GANFLOFF  &  DOWHAM  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  479, 
Logansport,  IN  46947.  Representative: 
Thomas  ).  Beener,  One  State  St  Plaza, 
New  York,  NY  10004.  Transporting 
Foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk)  from  Buffalo. 
NY,  Appleton,  WI,  Murfeesboro,  TN, 
Winchester,  VA,  Fogelsville  and 
Pottstown,  PA.  to  Logansport,  IN. 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
facilities  of  Rich  Products  Corporation. 
(Hearing  site:  New  York,  NY.) 

MC  134286  (Sub-122F),  filed  June  8, 
1979.  Applicant:  ILUNI  EXPRESS,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  1564,  Sioux  City,  lA  51102. 
Representative:  Julie  Humbert  (same 
address  as  above).  Transporting  ferrous 
sulfate,  fertilizer,  and  feed  grade  (except 
commo^ties  in  bulk),  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
fiom  the  facilities  of  Quality  Chemicals, 
Ltd.,  at  or  near  Baltimore,  MD,  to  points 
in  IL  (except  Quincy,  Rock  Island,  and 
Chicago),  lA  (except  Marion,  Eldora, 
Ladora,  Sioux  City.  Council  Bluffs,  and 
Des  Moines),  NE  (except  Omaha),  KS 
and  OH.  (Hearing  site:  Sioux  City,  lA,  or 
Denver,  CO.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  134467  (Sub-52F),  filed,  September 

25, 1979.  Applicant:  POLAR  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  845,  Springdale,  AR 
72764.  Representative:  Charles  M. 
Williams,  350  Capitol  Life  Center,  1600 
Sherman  Street,  Denver,  CO  80203. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  manufactimers  and 
distributors  of  bakery  products  (except 
in  bulk),  fiom  Jackson,  MI,  to  points  in 
MS,  LA,  OH,'PA,  NJ,  NY,  CT,  and  MA. 
(Hearing  site:  Detroit,  MI  or  Little  Rock, 
AR.) 

MC  134477  (Sub-368F),  filed 
September  25, 1979.  Applicant: 
SCHANNO  TRANSPORTATION,  INC., 

5  West  Mendota  Road,  West  St.  Paul, 

MN  55118.  Representative:  Thomas  D. 
Fischbach,  P.O.  Box  43496,  St.  Paul,  MN 
55164.  Transporting  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  toilet 
preparations  and  soap  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  ^m  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI),  to  the 
facilities  of  Minnetonka,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Chaska,  MN.  (Hearing  site:  St.  Paul, 

MN.) 


MC  134477  (Sub-369F),  filed 
September  25, 1979.  Applicant: 
SCHANNO  TRANSPORTATION,  INC., 

5  West  Mendota  Rd.,  West  St.  Paul,  MN 
55118.  Representative:  Thomas  D. 
Fischbach  P.O.  Box  43496,  St.  Paul,  MN 
55164.  Transporting  (1)  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  retail 
drug,  food  and  deptirtment  stores,  and 
(2)  equipment,  materials,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  commodities 
in  (1)  above  (except  commodities  in  bulk 
in  (1)  and  (2)  above),  between  points  in 
AR,  DE,  GA,  IL,  IN,  lA,  KS,  KY,  MD, 

MA,  MI,  MN,  MO,  NE,  NJ.  NY.  NC,  OH, 
OK.  PA,  SC,  TN,  TX,  WV,  and  WI. 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  The  Gillette  Company.  (Hearing  site: 
St  Paul.  MN.) 

MC  135797  (Sub-260F).  filed 
September  20, 1979.  Applicant:  J.  B. 
HUNT  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  130, 
Lowell.  AR  72745.  Representative:  Paul 
R.  Bergant  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  (1)  textile  products,  and  (2) 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
textile  products,  between  points  in  KY 
and  Woodward,  OK,  and  points  in  CA. 
(Hearing  site:  Bowling  Green,  KY,  or 
Washin^on,  DC.) 

MC  135827  (Sub-3F),  filed  September 

17. 1979.  Applicant:  PANTIER,  INC.,  1501 
Second  St,  Perry,  lA  50220. 
Representative:  Thomas  E.  Leahy,  Jr., 
19M  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines,  LA 
50309.  Transporting  (1)  castings,  fi'om 
Perry,  lA,  to  points  in  AR,  CO,  IL,  IN, 

KS,  KY.  MI.  MN,  MO.  NE,  ND,  OK,  SD, 
TN  and  WI.  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacturing 
of  castings,  in  the  reverse  direction. 
(Hearing  site:  Des  Moines,  lA;  Omaha, 
NE.) 

MC  136246  (Sub-37F),  filed  September 

18. 1979.  Applicant:  GEORGE  BROS., 
INC.,  P.O  Box  492,  Sutton.  NE  68979. 
Representative:  Arlyn  L  Westergren, 
Suite  106,  7101  Mercy  Rd.,  Omaha,  NE 
68106.  Transporting  (1)  grain  storage 
equipment  and  grain  handling 
equipment,  parts  and  accessories,  metal 
buildings,  and  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  between 
Grand  Island,  NE,  Webster  City,  lA, 
Crawfordsville,  IN,  Middletown,  PA, 
and  Greenville,  MS,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  Pfl).  (Hearing 
site:  Omaha,  NE  or  Des  Moines,  lA.) 

MC  138026  (Sub-26F),  filed  August  24, 
1979.  Applicant:  LOGISTICS  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  d.b.a.  LOGEX,  Etiwanda  and 
Slover  Aves.,  Fontana.  CA  92335. 
Representative:  David  P.  Christianson, 
707  Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  1800,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90017.  Transporting 


compressed  gasses,  between  points  in 
WA.  OR.  CA,  NV,  ID,  MT.  VT.  CO.  WY. 
AZ,  and  MN.  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles. 
CA.) 

MC  138157  (Sub-187F),  filed 
September  19, 1979.  Applicant: 
SOUTHWEST  EQUIPMENT  RENTAL, 
INC.,  d.b.a.  SOUTHWEST  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  P.O.  Box  9596,  Chattanooga. 
TN  37412.  Representative:  Patrick  E. 
Quinn  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  chemicals  (except  in  bulk), 
fi'om  Charleston,  SC,  Kingsport.  TN. 
Niagara  Falls,  NY.  and  Houston,  TX,  to 
Los  Angeles,  CA.  (Hearing  site:  Los 
Angeles,  CA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
MC  138157  (Sub-188F).  filed 
September  19, 1979.  Applicant: 
SOUTHWEST  EQUIPMENT  RENTAL, 
INC.,  d.b.a.  SOUTHWEST  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  P.O.  Box  9596,  Chattanooga, 
TN  37412.  Representative:  Patrick  E. 
Quinn  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  (1)  chain  saws,  tools, 
generators,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the  sale 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities  in 
(1)  above,  fi'om  Los  Angeles,  CA  and 
Lake  Havasu  City,  AZ,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  facilities  of  McCulloch 
Corporation.  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles, 
CA.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

>  MC  138627  (Sub-81F),  filed  September 

25. 1979.  Applicant:  SMITHWAY 
MOTOR  XPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  404, 
Fort  Dodge,  lA  50501.  Representative: 
Arlyn  L  Westergren,  Suite  106,  7101 
Mercy  Rd..  Omaha,  NE  68106. 
Transporting  iron  and  steel  articles, 
from  the  facilities  of  Sidlcote,  Inc.  at  St. 
Paul,  MN,  to  points  in  AR,  IL,  IN,  LA,  KS, 
KY.  MI,  MO,  NE.  ND.  OH,  OK,  OR.  SD. 
TN,  WA.  WV.  WI.  and  WY.  (Hearing 
site:  St.  Paul,  MN  or  Omaha,  NE.) 

MC  138836  (Sub-5F),  filed  September 

24. 1979.  Applicant:  NARO 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  R.D.  1.  Box  192, 
Gotildsboro,  PA  18424.  Representative: 
Peter  Wolff,  722  Pittston  Ave.,  Scranton, 
PA  18505.  Transporting  machinery 
(except  items  requiring  the  use  of 
special  equipment),  between  Daleville, 
PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Chicago,  IL,  Cleveland,  OH,  Detroit,  MI, 
Dubuque,  LA,  Jersey  City,  NJ,  and 
Tampa,  FL  (Hearing  site:  Philadelphia, 
PA.) 

MC  143127  (Sub-55F),  filed  September 

24, 1979.  Applicant:  K.  J. 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  6070  Collett 
Rd.,  Victor,  NY  14564.  Representative: 
Linda  A.  Calvo  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  (1)  Carbon, 
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charcoal,  charcoal  briquettes,  hickory 
chips,  carbon  wood  products,  and 
lifter  fluid  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  and  (2)  materials,  supplies  and 
equipment  used  in  the  manufacture,  sale 
or  distribution  of  commodities  named  in 
(1)  above  (except  conunodities  in  bulk), 
between  points  in  NY.  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  all  points  in  AL,  AR, 
CT,  DE,  FL.  GA.  KY.  LA.  ME,  MD,  MA. 
MI.  MS.  NH.  NJ,  NY.  NC,  OH.  PA,  RI. 

SC,  TN.  VT,  VA.  WV,  and  DC  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  utilized  by  Husky  Industries, 
Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC 143267  (Sub-86F),  filed  September 

18. 1979.  Applicant:  CARLTON 
ENTERPRISES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  520, 
Mantua,  OH  44255.  Representative:  Neal 
A.  Jackson.  1155 15th  St.  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20005.  Transporting  (1) 
plastic  pipe,  and  (2)  plastic  pipe  fittings 
from  the  facilities  of  Carlon  EHvision  of 
Indian  Head  Corp.  at  or  near  (a) 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  (b)  Nazareth.  PA, 

(c)  High  Springs,  FL,  and  (d)  Clinton,  lA, 
to  those  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  east  of  MN,  lA,  KS,  OK,  and  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Cleveland,  OH  or 
Washin^on,  DC.) 

MC  143267  (Sub-88F),  filed  September 

25. 1979.  Applicant:  CARLTON 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  520, 
Mantua,  OH  44255.  Representative:  Neal 
A.  Jackson,  Esq.,  1155  15th  St.  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20005.  Transporting  (1) 
refractory  products,  and  (2)  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
thereof  [except  commodities  in  bulk) 
between  the  facilities  of  the  U.S. 
Refractories  Division  of  General 
Refractories  Co.  located  at  or  near  (a) 
Claysburg,  Sproul  and  Salina,  PA,  (b) 
Baltimore,  hffl,  (c)  Warren,  OH,  (d) 
Hitchins,  KY.  (e)  Gary,  IN,  and  (Q 
Rockdale,  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AL,  DE,  IL,  IN,  KY, 
MD,  MI.  MO,  NJ.  NY.  OH.  PA.  TN.  VA. 
WV,  and  WI.  (Hearing  site:  Cleveland, 
OH  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  143267  (Sub-89F).  filed  September 

20. 1979.  Applicant:  CARLTON 
ENTERPRISES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  520, 
Mantua,  OH  44255.  Representative:  Neal 
A.  Jackson,  1155  15th  St.  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20005.  Transporting 
iron  and  steel  articles  (1)  from  the 
facilities  of  Republic  Steel  Corporation 
at  or  near  Niles,  Elyria,  Warren, 
Youngstown,  Cleveland,  Massilon  and 
Canton,  OH  to  points  in  AR,  IN,  lA,  KY, 
MI.  MO.  TN.  VA,  and  WI;  (2)  from  the 
facilities  of  Republic  Steel  Corporation 
at  or  near  Buffalo,  NY  to  points  in  IN.  IL, 
LA,  MI.  OH  and  WI;  and  (3)  from  the 
facilities  of  Republic  Steel  Corporation 
at  or  near  (a)  Gary,  IN  and  (b)  South 


Chicago,  IL  to  points  in  OH.  (Hearing 
site:  Cleveland,  OH,  or  Washington, 

DC.) 

MC  143267  (Sub-90F),  filed  September 

20, 1979.  Applicant:  CARLTON 
ENTERPRISES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  520, 
Mantua,  OH  44255.  Representative:  Neal 
A.  Jackson,  1155 15th  St.  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20005.  Transporting 
iron  and  steel  articles  between  the 
facilities  of  Winamac  Steel  Corporation 
at  or  near  (a)  Winamac,  Reynolds  and 
Kewanna,  IN  and  (b)  Fayetteville,  AR. 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Cleveland,  OH. 
or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  143267  (Sub-91F),  filed  September 

20. 1979.  Applicant:  CARLTON 
ENTERPRISES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  520, 
Mantua,  OH  44255.  Representative:  Neal 
A.  Jackson,  1155 15th  St.  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20005.  Transporting 
fencing  and  fencing  materials  and  wire 
products,  from  Van  Buren,  AR,  to  those 
points  in  the  United  States  in  and  east  of 
WL  IL,  KY,  TN,  and  MS.  (Hearing  site:  - 
Cleveland,  OH,  or  Washi^on,  LX^.J 

MC  144667  (Sub-9F),  filed  September 

24. 1979.  Applicant:  ARTHUR  E.  SMITH 
&  SON  TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1054, 
Scottsbluff,  NE  69361.  Representative: 
Bradford  E.  Kistler,  P.O.  Box  82028, 
Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Transporting  meat, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing 
houses,  as  described  in  Sections  A  and 
C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  Geo.  A.  Hormel  & 
Co.  at  Scottsbluff,  NE,  to  those  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD, 
NE,  CO,  OK,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site: 
Minneapolis,  MN.) 

MC  144527  (Sub-6F),  filed  September 

25. 1979.  Applicant:  BULS  EYE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Suite  2424,  33  North 
Dearborn  St,  Chicago.  IL  60602. 
Representative:  Patrick  H.  Smyth,  Suite 
521, 19  South  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL 
60603.  Transporting:  Meats,  meat 
products  and  meat  byproducts,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing 
houses,  as  described  in  Sections  A  and 
C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  commodities  in  bulk  and  hides), 
from  Salem,  OH,  to  Atlanta,  GA, 

Charlotte  and  Hickory,  NC,  Orlando,  FL, 
Kansas  City,  KS,  and  New  Orleans,  LA, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  and 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  The  Great 
Atlantic  and  Pacific  Tea  Company,  Inc. 
(Hearing  site:  Newark,  NJ.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 


MC  145656  (Sub-lF),  filed  September 

20. 1979.  Applicant:  B  &  B 
TRANSPORTATION  &  LIMOUSINE 
SERVICE,  INC.,  No.  1  Finley  Ave.,  West, 
Birmingham,  AL  35204.  Representative: 
D.  H.  Markstein,  Jr.,  512  Massey  Bldg., 
Birmingham,  AL  35203.  Transporting 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  round- 
trip  special  and  charter  operations, 
beginning  and  ending  at  points  in 
Jefferson  and  Shelby  Counties,  AL,  and 
extending  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Birmingham,  AL) 

MC  145997  (Sub-lOF),  filed  September 

25. 1979.  Applicant:  JEM  EQUIPMENT. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  396,  Alma.  AR  72921. 
Representative:  Don  Garrison,  P.O.  Box 
159,  Rogers,  AR  72756.  Transporting  (1) 
fencing,  fencing  materials,  and  wire  and 
wire  products,  and  (2)  steel  wire 
carriers,  between  the  facilities  of  Bekert 
Steel  Wire  Corporation,  at  or  near  Van 
Buren,  AR,  and  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  St.  Smith,  AR,  or  Tulsa,  OK.) 

MC  145997  (Sub-llF),  filed  September 

20. 1979.  Applicant  JEM  EQUIPMENT. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  396  Alma,  AR  72921. 
Representative:  Don  Garrison,  P.O.  Box 
159,  Rogers,  AR  72756.  Transportating 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
wholesale  and  retail  discount  and 
variety  stores,  from  points  in  IL  MA, 

MD,  ML  NJ,  NY,  and  PA,  to  the  facilities 
of  Wal-Mart  Stores,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Bentonville  and  Searcy.  AR.  (Hearing 
site:  Fayetteville.  AR,  or  Tulsa.OK.) 

MC  146326  (Sub-7F),  filed  September 

17. 1979.  Applicant  JOHN  ALGER,  SR.. 
d.b.a.,  ALGER  TRANSPORTATION. 
14625  Grover  St.  Omaha,  NE  68144. 
Representative:  Marshall  D.  Becker, 

Suite  610,  7171  Mercy  Rd.,  Omaha,  NE 
68106.  Transporting  retail  store  fixtures, 
and  equipment,  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  thereof,  (1) 
between  the  facilities  of  Lozier 
Corporation  at  or  near  (a)  Omaha,  NE; 

(b)  Cucamonga,  CA,  (c)  Sicottsboro,  AL 
(d)  McClure,  PA.  and  (e)  Kansas  City, 
MO.  and  (2)  between  the  facilities  of 
Lozier  Corporation  at  or  near  (a) 

Omaha,  NE  (b)  Cucamonga,  CA.  (c) 
Scottsboro,  AL  and  (d)  McClure,  PA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE  or  Kansas 
City,  MO.) 

MC  146646  (Sub-31F),  filed  September 

27. 1979.  Applicant:  BRISTOW 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box 
6355A,  Birmingham,  AL  35217. 
Representative:  Mr.  Henry  Bristow,  Jr. 
(same  address  as  applicant). 

Transporting  construction  materials 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  from  the 
facilities  of  Celotex  Corporation  in 
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Marion  County,  SC  to  those  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  MT,  WY, 
CO  and  NM  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origin  and  destined  to  the 
indicated  destinations.  Condition: 

Person  or  persons  who  appears  to  be 
engaged  in  common  conbol  between 
applicant  and  another  regular  carrier 
must  either  file  an  application  under  49 
U.S.C.  11343(A)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  or  submit  an  affidavit 
indicating  why  such  approval  is 
unnecessary.  (Hearing  site:  Tampa,  FL, 
or  Birmingham,  AL) 

MC 146646  (Sub-32F),  filed  September 

27. 1979.  Applicant:  BRISTOW 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box 
6355  A,  Birmingham,  AL  35217. 
Representative:  Henry  Bristow,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
building  and  construction  materials 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  from  the 
facilities  of  Celotex  Corp.  located  at 
Elizabethtown,  KY  to  those  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  MN,  LA, 

MO,  AR,  and  LA.  Condition:  Person  or 
persons  who  appears  to  be  engaged  in 
common  control  between  appficant  and 
another  regular  carrier  must  either  file 
an  application  under  49  U.S.C.  11343(A) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  or 
submit  an  affidavit  indicating  why  such 
approval  is  unnecessary.  (Hesuing  site: 
Tampa,  FL,  or  Birmingham,  AL) 

MC  146807  (Sub-3F),  filed  September 

23. 1979.  Applicant:  S  n  W 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  1  Passan  Dr., 
Wilkes  Barre,  PA  18702.  Representative: 
Joseph  F.  Hoary,  121  So.  Main  St,  Taylor 
PA  18517.  Transporting  (1)  steel  wire, 
from  Hanover  Township,  PA,  to  Peoria, 
IL  Sedalia,  MO,  Houston,  TX,  and 
Seattle,  WA,  and  (2)  steel  wire  rope, 
from  Sedalia,  MO,  to  Leetsdale,  PA, 
Teeterboro,  NJ,  and  points  in  OH. 
(Hearing  site:  St.  Louis,  MO.) 

MC  146807  (Sub-4F),  fried  September 

27. 1979.  Applicant  S  n  W 
ENTERPRISES.  INC.,  1  Passan  Dr.. 

Wilkes  Barre,  PA  18702.  Representative: 
Joseph  F.  Hoary,  121  So.  Main  St.,  Taylor 
PA  18517.  Transporting  steel  wire,  from 
Hanover  Township.  PA.  to  Laredo.  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  146946  (Sub-lF),  fried  September 

20. 1979.  Applicant  JOSEPH  MOVING 
AND  STORAGE  COMPANY  d.b.a.  ST. 
JOSEPH  MOTOR  LINES,  573  Dutch 
Valley.  Rd.  NE,  Atlanta,  GA  3032. 
Representative:  Edwar  J.  Kiley,  1730  M 
St,  NW.  Washington,  DC  20036. 
Transporting  (1)  printed  matter  and  (2) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
production  and  distribution  of  printed 
matter,  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  the  facilities  of  R  R.  Donnelley 


&  Sons  Co.,  at  or  near  (a)  Chicago. 
Dwight,  and  Mattoon,  IL  (b)  Warsaw 
and  Crawfordsville,  IN,  (c)  Spartanburg, 
SC,  (d)  Gallatin,  TN,  (e)  Harrisonburg, 
VA.  (f)  Willard.  OH,  (g)  Glasgow.  KY, 

(h)  Old  Saybrook,  CT,  and  (i)  Lancaster, 
PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
those  points  in  the  United  States  in  and 
east  of  MN.  lA,  MO,  OK.  and  TX. 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  R.  R.  Donnelley  &  Sons  Co.  (Hearing 
site:  Atlanta,  GA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  147207  (Sub-2F),  filed  September 

20. 1979.  Applicant:  KLASSEN 
TRUCKING,  LTD,  a  corporation,  P.O. 
Box  1797  Winkler,  Manitoba,  Canada 
RDG  2X0.  Representative:  Andrew  R. 
Clark,  1000  First  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Minneapolis,  MN  55402.  Transporting 
feed  and  feed  ingredients  between 
points  in  MN,  ND.  SD,  lA,  NE,  and  WI, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  ports 
of  entry  on  the  international  boundary 
line  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada  at  points  in  ND  and  MN. 
(Hearing  site:  Minneapolis,  MN.) 

MC  147286  (Sub-3F),  filed  September 

21. 1979.  Applicant:  A  &  L  TRUCKING, 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  103,  Rocky  Face,  GA 
20740.  Representative:  Eric  Meierhoefer, 
Suite  423, 1511  K  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20005.  Transporting  carpets  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the  sale 
thereof,  (1)  from  the  facilities  of  Carpet 
Crafts,  Inc.,  Indian  Springs  Carpet  Mills, 
and  Grass  More,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Chatsworth,  GA.  to  points  in  CA,  and 
those  in  the  United  States  in  and  east  of 
NM.  CO,  NE,  SD.  and  ND  (except  GA), 
and  (2)  frt)m  those  points  in  GA  north  of 
Interstate  Hwy  20,  to  points  in  IL  OH, 
AL  lA,  and  Alexandria,  VA,  and  North 
Chelmsford,  MA.  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta, 
GA.)  ^ 

MC  147507  (Sub-2F),  fried  September 

25. 1979.  Applicant:  MARION 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  265  35th  Street, 
Marion,  LA  52302.  Representative: 

Richard  P.  Moore,  2720  First  Avenue 
N.E.,  P.O.  Box  1943,  Cedar  Rapids,  LA 
52406.  Transporting  petroluem  and 
petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles  from  Pine  Bend  and 
Minneapolis,  MN,  and  Peoria,  North 
Pekin,  Decatur,  and  Pana,  IL  to  Cedar 
Rapids.  Center  Point,  Lisbon,  Marion, 
Martelle,  Palo,  Prairieburg,  and  Walker, 
LA.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  LL) 

MC  147786  (Sub-2F),  filed  September 

27. 1979.  Applicant:  BARTON 
TRANSFER  &  STORAGE  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  72  So.  St,  New  Providence, 
NJ  07974.  Representative:  George  A. 
Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357,  Gladstone,  NJ 
07934.  Transporting  household  goods, 
between  points  in  NJ,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in  the 


United  States  in  and  east  of  MN,  LA, 

MO,  KS,  OK,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site: 
Newark,  NJ,  or  New  York,  NY.) 

MC  147886  (Sub-4F),  fried  September 

26. 1979.  Applicant:  A  M  &  M, 
INCORPORATED,  33  Bolivar  Hwy., 
Jackson,  TN  38301.  Representative:  R. 
Connor  Wiggins,  Jr.,  Suite  909, 100  No. 
Main  Bldg.,  Memphis,  TN  38103. 
Transporting  lighting  fixtures,  and 
materials  and  accessories  used  in  the 
installation  thereof,  from  Vermilion,  OH, 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI),  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  facilities  of  ITT 
Lighting  Fixture  Division,  at  Vermilion, 
OH.  (Hearing  site:  Memphis  or 
Nashville,  TN.) 

MC  147887  (Sub-2F),  fried  September 

17. 1979.  Applicant:  K.  M.  COLLINS  & 
CO.,  INC.,  262  North  Belt,  Suite  210, 
Houston,  TX  77060.  Representative: 

Clint  Oldham,  1108  Continental  Life 
Bldg.,  Forth  Worth.  TX  76102. 
Transporting  bentonite  and  bentonite 
products,  from  the  facilities  of  Dresser 
Industries,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Grey  Bull, 

WY,  to  points  in  OK,  KS,  NM,  TX,  and 
LA.  (Hearing  site:  Houston  or  Dallas, 
TX.) 

MC  148276F  fried  September  21, 1979. 
Applicant:  RAY  DESHOTEL  d.b.a. 
RAY’S  TRUCKING  CO..  Route  #4,  Box 
6405,  Beaumont,  TX  77706. 
Representatiire:  Clint  Oldham,  1108 
Continental  Life  Bldg.,  Forth  Worth,  TX 
76102.  Transporting  petroleum  products, 
paints,  stains  and  varnishes  (except  in 
bulk),  from  the  facilities  of  Mobil  Oil 
Corporation,  at  Beaumont,  TX  to  points 
in  LA,  MS,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Dallas, 
TX.) 

MC  148296F.  fried  September  25. 1979. 
Applicant:  MARINE  DROPBOX 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  6849  N.E. 

47th,  Portland,  OR  97218. 

Representative:  Lawrence  V.  Smart,  Jr., 
419  N.W.  23rd  Ave.,  Portland,  OR  97210. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives) 
between  points  in  Portland,  OR, 
restricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  water. 

(Hearing  site:  Portland,  OR.) 

MC  148297F.  fried  September  27, 1979. 
Applicant:  POWELL  MOVING  & 
EXPEDITING  SERVICE.  INC.,  959 
Wealthy  St.,  S.E.,  Grand  Rapids,  MI 
49503.  Representative:  William  B.  Elmer, 
21635  East  Nine  Mile  Rd..  St.  Clair 
Shores,  MI  48080.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  household  goods  as  defrned  by  the 
Commission,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  and  those  requiring  the  use 
of  special  equipment),  between  points  in 
Ionia,  Kent,  Montcalm,  and  Ottawa 
Cmmties,  MI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
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the  other,  Detroit  Metropolitan  Airport, 
at  Romulus,  Willow  Run  Airport,  Willow 
Run,  and  Detroit  City  Airport,  MI, 
restricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  air.  (Hearing 
site:  Grand  Rapids,  MI.) 

Volume  No.  52 

Dadded:  February  8, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3,  Members  Parker.  Fortier  and  Hill. 

MC  78  (Sub-27F),  filed  October  22, 

1979.  Applicant:  MAWSON  & 

MAWSON,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  248, 
Langhome,  PA  19047.  Representative: 
Richard  C.  McGinnis,  711  Washington 
Bldg.,  Washington,  DC  20005. 
Transporting:  metals  and  metal  articles, 
(1)  fi'om  the  facilities  utilized  by  Cerro 
Sales  Corp.,  and  Associated  Metals  and 
Minerals  Corp.,  at  Philadelphia,  PA,  to 
points  in  OH,  IN,  IL,  and  those  in  MI  in 
and  south  of  Oceana,  Newaygo, 

Mecosta,  Isabella,  Midland,  and  Bay 
Counties,  (2)  from  the  facilities  utilized 
by  Cerro  ^les  Corp.,  and  Associated 
Metals  and  Minerals  Corp.,  at  Baltimore, 
MD,  to  points  in  NY,  NJ,  PA,  OH,  IN,  IL, 
and  those  in  MI  in  and  south  of  Oceana, 
Newaygo,  Mecosta,  Isabella,  Midland, 
and  Bay  Coimties:  and  (3)  fit)m  the 
facilities  utilized  by  Cerro  Sales 
Corp  ...  at  or  near  Bridgeport  and 
New  Haven,  CT,  to  points  in  NY,  MD, 

DE,  PA,  OH,  IN,  IL,  and  those  in  MI  in 
and  south  of  Oceana,  Newago,  Mecosta, 
Isabella,  Midland  and  Bay  Counties; 
restricted  in  parts  (1),  (2)  and  (3)  to  the 
transportation  of  traffice  haying  a  prior 
movement  by  water.  (Hearing  site:  New 
York,  NY;  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  11207  (Sub-504F).  filed  October  17, 
1979.  Applicant:  DEATON,  INC.,  317 
Avenue  W,  Post  Office  Box  938, 
Birmingham,  AL  35201.  Representative: 
Kim  D.  Mann,  Suite  1010,  7101 
Wisconsin  Ave.,  Washington,  DC  20014. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment)  between  points  in 
AL,  GA,  LA,  MS,  and  TN,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  having  an 
immediate  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  rail.  (Hearing  site: 

Chicago,  EL  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  26396  (Sub-300F),  filed  October  16, 
1979.  Applicant:  THE  WAGGONERS 
TRUCKING,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
31357,  Billings,  MT  59107. 

Representative:  Bradford  E.  Kistler,  P.O. 
Box  82028,  Lincoln,  NE  68501. 
Transporting  agricultural  chemicals 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Mendota,  IL,  to  points  in  LA,  NE,  ND, 


and  SD.  (Hearing  sites:  Chicago,  IL,  or 
Billings,  MT.) 

MC  61396  (Sub-377E).  filed  October  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  HERMAN  BROS.,  INC., 
2565  St.  Marys  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  189, 
Omaha,  NE  68101.  Representative: 

Duane  L  Stromer,  2565  St.  Marys 
Avenue,  P.O.  Box  189,  Omaha,  NE  68101. 
Transporting  from  the  facilities  of 
Missouri  Portland  Cement  Co.,  at  or 
near  Sugar  Creek,  MO,  to  points  in  lA, 
KS,  and  NE.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE, 
or  Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  63417  (Sub-25^,  filed  October  23, 
1979.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY, 
INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  13447, 
Roanoke,  VA  24034.  Representative: 
William  E.  Bain  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  foodstuffs  and 
plastic  and  rubber  articles,  from  the 
facilities  of  Ross  Laboratories,  at  or  near 
Sturgis,  MI,  to  points  in  AL,  DE,  DC,  GA, 
KY,  MD,  NC,  OH,  PA,  SC,  TN,  VA,  and 
WV.  (Hearing  sites:  Roanoke,  VA,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  66886  (Sub-79F),  filed  October  23, 
1979.  Applicant:  BELGERp\RTAGE 
SERVICE,  INC.,  2100  Wahiut  St,  Kansas 
City,  MO  64108.  Representative:  Frank 
W.  Taylor,  Jr.,  Suite  600, 1221  Baltimore 
Ave.,  Kansas  City,  MO  64105. 
Transporting  roofing  and  roofing 
materials,  and  composition  shingles, 
from  the  facilities  of  Masonite 
Corporation  at  or  near  Little  Rock,  AR, 
to  points  in  OK  and  TX.  (Hearing  site: 
Little  Rock,  AR  or  Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  69107  (Sub-14F),  filed  October  14, 
1979.  Applicant:  ALL  STATES 
ASPHALT,  INC.,  Route  116,  Sunderland, 
MA  01375.  Representative:  Wesley  S. 
Chused,  15  Court  Square,  Boston,  MA 
02108.  Transporting  heating  oils,  in  bulk, 
(1)  from  Glastonbury  and  New  Haven, 

CT  to  points  in  Berkshire  County,  MA, 
and  (2)  from  Rensselaer,  NY  to  points  in 
Hampden,  Hampshire,  Franklin  and 
Berkshire  Coimties,  MA.  (Hearing  site: 
Springfield,  MA.) 

MC  70557  (Sub-25F),  filed  October  18, 
1979.  Applicant:  NIELSEN  BROS. 
CARTAGE  CO.,  INC.,  4619  West  Homer 
St.,  Chicago,  IL  60639.  Representative: 
Carl  L.  Steiner,  39  South  LaSalle  St., 
Chicago,  IL  60603.  Transporting:  (1) 
Carbonated  beverages,  (non-alcoholic) 
and  equipment,  materials,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  such 
beverages  (except  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilities  of  Shasta  Beverage  Co.  at  (a) 
Birmingham,  AL,  (b)  Eustis,  FL,  (c) 
Charlotte,  NC,  and  (d)  Houston,  T%  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  AL,  FL,  GA,  LA,  MS,  NC,  OK,  SC,  TN, 
TX,  VA  and  WV,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  and  destined  to  said  facilities 
and  points  in  the  named  States:  and  (2) 


Flavoring  compounds  and  beverage 
concentrates  (except  in  bulk)  from 
Granite  City,  IL,  to  the  facilities  of 
Shasta  Beverage  Co.  at  (a)  Birmingham, 
AL,  (b)  Eustis,  FL,  (c)  Charlotte,  NC,  and 
(d)  Houston,  TX,  restricted  to  traffic 
destined  to  said  facilities.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL,  or  Houston,  TX.) 

MC  78687  (Sub-83F).  filed  October  19, 
1979.  Applicant:  LOTT  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.,  West  Cayuga  St.,  P.O.  Box  751, 
Moravia,  NY  13118.  Representative:  E. 
Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank 
Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20001.  Transporting 
iron  and  steel  articles,  between  the 
facilities  of  Triangle  Steel.  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Ithaca,  NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
in  and  east  of  MN,  lA,  MO,  AR,  and  LA. 
(Hearing  site:  Ithaca,  NY,  or 
Washin^on,  D.C.) 

MC  78687  (Sub-86F),  filed  October  23, 
1979.  Applicant:  LOTT  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.,  Box  751.  Moravia,  New  York 
13118.  Representative:  E.  Stephen 
Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank  Building, 
666  Eleventh  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Transporting  pulpboard  and 
activated  charcoal  from  Covington,  VA. 
to  points  in  N),  NY,  and  PA.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  86247  (Sub-20F),  filed  August  3, 
1979.  Applicant:  I.C.L 
INTERNATIONAL  CARRIERS 
LIMITED,  1333  College  Ave.,  Windsor, 
Ontario,  Canada.  Representative:  Joseph 
P.  Allen,  7701  W.  Jefferson,  P.O.  Box 
09259,  Detroit,  MI  48209.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  household  goods 
8md  commodities  of  unusual  value),  (1) 
between  Detroit,  MI,  and  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  94  and  U.S.  Hwy  12  over 
Interstate  Hwy  94,  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  (2)  between 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  94  to  MI  Hwy  60 
and  Niles.  MI,  over  MI  Hwy  60,  serving 
all  intermediate  points.  (3)  between 
Ypsilanti,  MI,  and  junction  U.S.  Hwy  12 
and  Interstate  Hwy  9  over  U.S.  Hwy  12, 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  (4) 
between  jimction  Interstate  Hwys  94 
and  69  and  Fort  Wayne,  IN,  from 
junction  Interstate  Hwys  94  and  69  over 
Interstate  Hwy  69  to  junction  IN  Hwy  3, 
then  over  IN  Hwy  3  to  Fort  Wayne  and 
return  over  the  same  routes,  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  and  (5)  serving 
Adrain,  Hastings,  Hillsdale,  Manchester, 
Tecumseh,  Allegan,  Dowagiac, 
Buchannan,  Benton  Harbor,  St  Joseph, 
and  Milan,  MI,  and  Churubusco,  EU^art, 
Grabill,  South  Bend,  and  Syracuse,  IN, 
and  Defiance  and  Napoleon,  OH.  as  off- 
route  points.  Condition:  To  die  extent 
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the  certificate  to  be  issued  in  this 
proceeding  authorizes  the  transportation 
of  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  it  shall  be 
limited  in  point  of  time  to  a  period 
expiring  5  years  from  its  date  of  issue. 
(Hearing  site:  Detroit,  MI,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  with  its 
existing  authority. 

MC  95876  (Sub-327F),  filed  October  20, 
1979.  Applicant:  AND^SON 
TRUCKING  SERVICE,  INC.,  203  Cooper 
Ave.  No.,  St.  Cloud,  MN  56301. 
Representative:  William  L.  Libby  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  iron 
and  steel  articles,  from  Pine  Bluff,  AR  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Little  Rock,  AR, 
or  Memphis,  TN.) 

MC  97006  (Sub-15F),  filed  October  19, 
1979.  Applicant:  HOWARD’S  EXPRESS, 
INC,,  P.O.  Drawer  72,  Geneva,  NY  14456. 
Representative:  Morton  E.  Kiel,.  Suite 
1832,  Two  World  Trade  Center,  New 
York,  NY  10048.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
regular  routes,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  general  commodities,  (except 
those  of  unsual  value.  Class  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment)  (1)  Between  Waverly,  NY 
and  Elmira,  NY  over  NY  Hwy  17,  serving 
all  intermediate  points;  (2)  between 
Rochester,  NY  and  Niagara  Falls,  NY 
over  NY  Hwy  18;  (3)  between  Rochester, 
NY  and  Lewiston,  NY,  over  NY  Hwy 
104;  (4)  between  Niagara  Falls,  NY  and 
Painted  Post,  NY  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  from  Niagara  Falls 
over  NY  Hwy  384  to  Buffalo,  Aence  NY 
Hwy  5  to  jet  US  Hwy  20,  thence  US  Hwy 
20  to  Westfield,  thence  NY  Hwy  17  to 
Glean,  thence  over  NY  Hwys  17  or  417 
to  Painted  Post,  and  rehun  over  the 
same  routes;  (5)  between  jet  NY  Hwy  17 
and  US  Hwy  62  and  Collins,  NY  over  US 
Hwy  62;  (6)  between  Glean,  NY  and 
Yorkshire,  NY  over  NY  Hwy  16;  (7) 
between  Buffalo,  NY  and  Canandaigua, 
NY;  from  Buffalo  over  NY  Hwy  130  to  jet 
with  US  Hwy  20  thence  over  US  Hwy  20 
to  Canandaigua  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (8)  between  jet  NY  33A  and 
33  and  Pembroke,  NY;  from  Pembroke 
over  NY  Hwy  5  to  jet  with  NY  Hwy  33, 
thence  over  NY  Hwy  33  to  jet  NY  Hwy 
33  and  33A  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (9)  between  E.  Aurora,  NY  and 
Avon,  NY,  from  E.  Aurora  over  US  Hwy 
Alt  20  to  jet  with  NY  Hwy  39  thence 
over  NY  Hwy  39  to  Avon  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (10)  between 
Wellsville,  NY  and  Batavia,  NY;  from 
Wellsville,  over  NY  Hwy  19  to  jet  NY 
Hwy  19A  thence  over  NY  Hwy  19A  to 


jet  with  NY  Hwy  39  thence  over  NY 
Hwy  39  to  Leicester  thence  over  NY 
Hwy  36  to  Greigsville  thence  over  NY 
Hwy  63  to  Batavia,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (11)  between  Andover,  NY 
and  Leicester,  NY;  from  Andover  over 
NY  Hwy  21  to  Homell  thence  over  NY 
Hwy  36  to  Leicester,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (12)  between  Bath,  NY  and 
Rochester,  NY;  from  Bath  over  US  Hwy 
15  to  Rochester  and  over  US  Hwy  15  to 
Springwater  and  thence  over  NY  Hwy 
15A  to  Rochester,  and  return  over  the 
same  routes;  (13)  between  Canadaigua, 
NY  and  Albany,  NY  over  US  Hwy  20; 
(14)  between  Siavannah,  NY  and  jet  NY 
Hwy  3lB  and  5,  from  Savannah  over  NY 
Hwy  31  to  Weedsport  thence  over  NY 
Hwy  31B  to  jet  NY  Hwy  5,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (15)  between  Red 
Creek,  NY  and  Albany,  NY;  from  Red 
Creek  over  US  Hwy  104  to  Gswego 
thence  over  NY  Hwy  48  to  jet  with  NY 
Hwy  3  thence  over  NY  Hwy  3  to  jet  NY 
Hwy  49  to  Rome  thence  over  Hwy  49  or 
69  to  Utica  thence  over  NY  Hwy  5  to 
Albany  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
(16)  between  Fulton,  NY  and  Albany, 
NY,  from  Fulton  over  NY  Hwy  57  to 
Syracuse,  thence  NY  Hwy  5  and  5A  to 
Utica,  thence  NY  Hwy  5  to  Albany,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (17)  between 
jet  of  NY  Hwy  92  and  5  near  Syracuse, 
NY  and  Cazenovia,  NY;  firom  jet  of  NY 
Hwy  92  and  5  near  Syracuse  over  NY 
Hwy  92  to  Cazenovia,  and  retimi  over 
the  same  route;  (18)  between  Syracuse, 
NY  and  Ithaca,  NY;  from  Syracuse  over 
US  Hwy  11  to  jet  with  NY  Hwy  13 
thence  over  NY  Hwy  13  to  Ithaca  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (19)  between 
jet  of  US  Hwy  20  and  NY  Hwy  41  and 
Binghamton,  NY;  from  jet  US  Hwy  20 
and  NY  Hwy  41  over  NY  Hwy  41  to 
Homer,  thence  over  US  Hwy  11  to 
Binghamton,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (20)  between  Cazenovia,  NY  and 
Whitney  Point,  NY;  from  Cazenovia  over 
NY  Hwy  13  to  jet  NY  Hwy  80  thence 
over  NY  Hwy  26  to  Whitney  Point  and 
return  over  th&  same  route;  (21)  between 
New  Hartford,  NY  and  Binghamton,  NY 
over  NY  Hwy  12;  (22)  between  Willet, 

NY  and  Greene,  NY  over  NY  Hwy  41; 

(23)  between  Albany,  NY  and  New 
York,  NY;  from  Albany  over  US  Hwy 
9W  to  jet  with  Geo.  Washington  Bridge, 
thence  over  bridge  to  New  York,  NY  or 
over  local  roads  to  Lincoln  and  Holland 
tunnels  to  New  York  or  over  US  Hwy  9 
to  New  York,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes;  (24)  between  Medina,  NY  and 
New  York,  NY;  from  Medina  over  NY 
Hwy  63  to  Ridgeway,  thence  over  US 
Hwy  104  to  Rochester,  thence  over  NY 
Hwy  31  to  Pittsford,  thence  over  NY 
Hwy  96  to  Ithaca,  thence  over  NY  Hwy 
96B  to  Candor,  thence  over  NY  Hwy  96 


to  Gswego,  thence  over  NY  Hwy  17  and 
17C  to  Binghamton,  thence  over  NY 
Hwy  17  to  Suffem,  thence  over  NY  Hwy 
59  to  jet  NY  Thruway  near  Nyack, 
thence  over  NY  Thruway  to  jet  US  Hwy 
9  near  Tarrytown,  thence  over  NY  Hwy 
9  to  New  York,  and  rehim  over  the  same 
route;  (25)  between  Utica,  NY  and  Penn 
Yan,  NY;  from  Utica  over  NY  Hwy  49  to 
Rome,  thence  over  NY  Hwy  365  to  jet 
NY  Hwy  5,  thence  over  NY  Hwy  5  to 
Geneva,  thence  over  NY  Hwy  14A  to 
Penn  Yan,  also  from  Geneva  over  NY 
Hwy  14  to  Dresden,  thence  over  NY 
Hwy  54  to  Penn  Yan,  and  return  over  the 
same  route — lA  between  Niagara  Falls, 
NY  and  Medina,  over  NY  Hwy  31;  2A 
between  jet  of  NY  Hwy  5  and  46  south 
of  Gneida,  NY  and  Utica,  NY,  from  jet  of 
NY  Hwy  5  and  46  over  NY  Hwy  5  to 
Utica;  3A  between  Fulton,  NY  and 
Gswega,  NY,  over  NY  Hwy  57;  4A 
between  Rochester,  NY  and  jet  of  NY 
Hwy  15  and  15A  near  Livonia  Center, 
NY,  over  NY  Hwy  15;  5A  between 
Naples,  NY  and  Wayland,  NY;  from 
Wayland  over  NY  Hwy  21  to  jet  NY 
Hwy  245  to  Naples,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  6A  between  Coming,  NY 
and  jet  of  NY  Hwy  104  and  414,  over  NY 
Hwy  414,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
7A  between  Interlaken,  NY  and  jet  NY 
Hwy  5  and  96  over  NY  Hwy  96  to  jet  NY 
Hwy  5,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
8A  between  Georgetown,  NY  and  the  jet 
of  US  Hwy  20  and  NY  Hwy  26,  over  NY 
Hwy  26;  9A  between  Schenectady  and 
jet  NY  Hwy  5  and  8,  over  NY  Hwy  8; 
lOA  between  Penn  Yan,  NY  and 
Watkins  Glen,  NY;  from  Penn  Yan  over 
NY  Hwy  14A  to  jet  NY  Hwy  14,  thence 
over  NY  Hwy  14  to  Watkins  Glen,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  llA  between 
Buffalo,  NY  and  Albany,  NY,  over  NY 
Hwy  5;  between  New  York,  NY  and 
Phillipsburg,  NJ;  from  New  York,  thence 
across  Hudson  River,  over  US  Hwy  1 
and  9  to  jet  US  Hwy  22  to  Phillipsburg, 
and  rebun  over  the  same  route;  between 
New  York,  NY  and  Columbia,  NJ;  from 
New  York,  thence  across  the  Hudson 
River,  thence  over  city  streets  in  Jersey 
City,  Kearny,  Harrision  and  Newark,  NJ 
to  1-280,  thence  1-280  to  jet  US  hwy  46, 
thence  over  US  Hwy  46  to  Columbia, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  between 
New  York,  NY  and  New  Hope,  PA,  from 
New  York,  thence  across  the  Hudson 
River  over  US  Hwy  1  and  9  to  jet  US 
Hwy  22  to  jet  US  Hwy  202,  thence  US 
Hwy  202  New  Hope,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  between  New  York,  NY  and 
Camden,  NJ;  from  New  York,  thence 
across  the  Hudson  River,  thence  over 
US  Hwy  1  and  NJ  Hwy  3  to  the  New 
Jersey  Turnpike,  thence  over  New  Jersey 
Turnpike  to  jet  NJ  Hwy  73  to  jet  NJ  Hwy 
38  to  jet  NJ  Hwy  70,  thence  over  NJ  Hwy 
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70  to  jet  NJ  Hwy  30,  thence  over  NJ  Hwy 
30  to  Camden,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  between  New  York,  NY  and 
Riverhead,  NY;  from  New  York,  over 
city  streets  to  1-495,  thence  over  1-495  to 
Riverhead,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  between  Suffem,  NY  and  New 
York,  NY;  from  Suffem  over  NY  Hwy  17 
to  the  NY-NJ  State  line,  thence  over  NJ 
Hwy  17  to  jet  NJ  Hwy  3,  thence  over  NJ 
Hwy  3  to  Hudson  River,  thence  across 
Hudson  River,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  between  jet  NJ  Hwy  17  and  4,  and 
New  York,  NY;  from  jet  NJ  Hwy  17  and  4 
over  NJ  Hwy  4  to  Hudson  River,  thence 
across  Hudson  River  to  New  York,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  between  jet 
NJ  Hwy  17  and  US  Hwy  46,  and  New 
York,  NY;  from  jet  NJ  Hwy  17  and  US 
Hwy  46  over  US  Hwy  46  to  New  York, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
as  off-route  points,  all  points  in  New 
York  (except  those  in  Jefferson,  St. 
Lawrence,  Franklin,  Lewis,  Clinton, 
Essex,  Hamilton  and  Washington 
Counties);  points  in  Bergen,  Hudson, 
Essex,  Union,  Middlesex,  Passaic, 
Sussex,  Morris,  Warren,  Hunterdon, 
Somerset,  Mercer,  Monmouth,  Ocean, 
Burlington  and  Camden  Counties,  NJ; 
and  points  in  Bucks  and  Montgomery 
Counties,  PA.  (Hearing  sites:  Rochester 
and  New  York,  NY.) 

Note. — Applicant  now  holds  New  York 
intrastate  routes  which  it  is  here  seeking  to 
duplicate  in  interstate  and  foreign  commerce, 
or  to  eliminate  present  route  restrictions  in 
New  York  and  New  Jersey. 

MC  100666  (Sub-497F),  filed  October 

18. 1979.  Applicant:  MELTON  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7666,  Shreveport, 
LA  71107,  Representative:  Wilburn  L 
Williamson,  Suite  615-East,  The  Oil 
Center,  2601  Northwest  Expressway, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73112.  Transporting: 
Lumber,  lumber  mill  products,  and 
forest  and  wood  products,  from  the 
plantsite  of  Skinner  Liunber  Co.,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Manning,  SC  to  points  in  AL, 

AR,  GA,  IL,  IN,  lA,  KS,  KY,  MI,  MN,  MS, 
MO,  NE,  OH,  OK,  TN,  TX,  and  WI. 
(Hearing  site:  Charleston,  SC.) 

MC  102616  (Sub-1016F),  filed  October 

22. 1979.  Applicant:  COASTAL  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  250  North  Cleveland- 
Massillon  Rd.,  Akron,  OH  44313. 
Representative:  David  F.  McAllister 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  Chemicals,  in  bulk,  from 
Janesville,  WI,  to  points  in  AL,  FL,  GA, 

IL,  lA,  KS,  MD,  MI,  MN,  MS,  MO,  NJ, 

NY,  OH,  PA,  and  MA.  (Hearing  site: 
Milwaukee,  WI,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  104896  (Sub-60F),  filed  October  18, 
1979.  Applicant:  WOhffiLDORF,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  G,  Knox,  PA  16232. 
Representative:  James  W.  Patterson, 

1200  Western  Savings  Bank  Bldg.,  Broad 


and  Chestnut  St.,  Philadelphia,  PA 
19107.  Transporting  (1)  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  chain 
retail  variety  stores  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
conduct  of  such  business,  (a)  between 
the  facilities  of  G.  C.  Murphy  Co.,  At 
McKeesport,  PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  IL,  IN,  KY,  MD, 
MI,  MN,  OH,  WV,  and  WI,  and  (b)  from 
North  Bergen,  NJ,  to  Pymatiming 
Township,  Mercer  County,  PA.  (Hearing 
site:  Philadelphia,  PA,  or  Washington, 
DC.) 

MC  107376  (Sub-16F).  filed  October  17, 
1979.  Applicant:  UNll  hD  STATES 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  1209  Triplett  Blvd., 
Akron,  OH  44306.  Representative: 

Robert  W.  Gardier,  Jr.,  Baker  & 

Hostetler,  100  East  Broad  Street, 
Columbus,  OH  43215.  Transporting 
wrought  steel  pipe  and  pipe  coupling 
from  Aliquippa,  PA,  to  points  in  IL,  IN, 
OH,  KY,  and  MI.  (Hearii^  site: 
Columbus,  OH,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  107376  (Sub-17F),  filed  October  17, 
1979.  Applicant:  UNITED  STATES 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  1209  Triplett  Blvd., 
Akron,  OH  44306,  Representative: 

Robert  W.  Gardier.  Jr.,  Baker  & 

Hostetler,  100  East  Broad  Street, 
Columbus,  OH  43215.  Transporting  iron 
and  steel  articles  between  the  facilities 
of  LaBarge  Tubular  Division,  at  or  near 
Bellevue.  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  LA,  MN,  MO,  PA,  and 
KY.  (Hearing  site:  Columbus,  OH,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  107496  (Sub-1249F),  filed  October 

17. 1979.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANSPORT 
CORP.,  666  Grand  Avenue,  Des  Moines, 
lA  50309.  Representative:  E.  Check,  P.O. 
Box  855,  Des  Moines,  lA  50304. 
Transporting  sand,  in  bulk,  from 
Muskegon,  MI,  to  Definance,  OH, 
Bedford,  IN,  and  Danville,  IL.  (Hearing 
site:  Des  Moines,  LA,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  107496  (Sub-1250F),  filed  October 

17. 1979.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANSPORT 
CORPORATION,  666  Grand  Avenue, 

Des  Moines,  LA  50309.  Representative:  E. 
Check,  P.O.  Box  855,  Des  Moines,  LA 
50304.  Transporting  sugar,  com  syrup 
and  blends  thereof,  between 
Birmingham,  AL.  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  AR,  FL,  GA,  IL, 

IN,  KY,  LA.  MS,  MO,  OH,  OK.  SC,  TN, 
TX,  VA,  and  WV.  (Hearing  site: 
Birmingham,  AL,  or  Memphis,  TN.) 

MC  108207  (Sub-534F),  filed  October 

15. 1979.  Applicant:  FROZEN  FOOD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  225888,  Dallas, 
TX  75265.  Representative:  M.  W.  Smith 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  mineral  water  (except  in 
bulk)  in  mechanically  refrigerated 
equipment,  from  Laredo,  TX,  to  Fargo, 
ND,  and  points  in  MN,  IL,  IN,  OH, 


MO,  KS.  NE.  lA,  KY,  TN,  and  SD. 
(Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  108207  (Sub-535F),  filed  October 

15. 1979.  Applicant:  FROZEN  FOOD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  225888,  Dallas, 
TX  75265.  Representative:  M.  W.  Smith 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  intravenous  solutions  and 
hospital  supplies,  from  Dallas,  TX,  to 
Shreveport,  LA.  (Hearing  site:  Dallas, 
TX.) 

MC  108676  (Sub-149F),  filed  October 

19. 1979.  Applicant:  A.  J.  MELTER 
HAUUNG  &  RIGGING.  INC.,  117 
Chicamauga  Ave.  N.E.,  Knoxville,  TN 
37917.  Representative:  Fred  F.  Bradley, 
P.O.  Box  773,  Frankfort,  KY  40602. 
Transporting  air  conditioners  and  parts 
and  accessories  used  in  the  installation 
of  air  conditioners,  from  the  facilities  of 
the  General  Electric  Co.,  at  or  near  Ft. 
Smith,  AR,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Little 
Rock,  AR.) 

MC  109376  (Sub-18F),  filed  October  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  SKINNER  TRANSFER 
CORP.  P.O.  Box  284,  Reedsburg,  WI 
53959.  Representative:  Richard  A. 
Westley,  4506  Regent  Street,  Suite  100, 
Madison,  WI  53705.  Transporting  plastic 
articles  (1)  between  the  facilities  of 
Flambeau  Products  Corp.,  at  or  near 
Baraboo,  WI,  Wichita,  KS,  Monroe,  GA, 
and  Middlefield,  OH  and  the  warehouse 
facilities  utilized  by  Flambeau  Products 
Corp.  in  the  Town  of  Siunpter,  Sauk 
County,  WI.  (2)  From  the  origin  points 
named  in  (1)  above  to  points  in  the 
United  States  in  the  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE, 
CO,  OK,  and  TX  (except  points  in  CT, 
MA,  ME,  NH,  RI,  and  W),  restricted  in 
Parts  (1)  and  (2)  above  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  involved 
points.  (Hearing  site:  Milwaukee,  WI,  or 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  109397  (Sub-480F),  filed  October 

16. 1979.  Applicant:  TRI-STATE  MOTOR 
TRANSIT  CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box 
113,  Joplin,  MO  64801.  Representative: 

A.  N.  Jacobs  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  tanks,  from 
points  in  San  Diego  County,  CA,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA). 

MC  111956  (Sub-52F),  filed  October  17, 
1979.  AppUcant:  SUWAK  TRUCKIING 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  1105  Fayette 
Street,  Washington,  PA  15301. 
Representative:  Henry  M.  Wick,  Jr.,  2310 
Grant  Building,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15219. 
Over  regular  routes,  transporting 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  (1)  between  Washington, 

PA  and  Cincinnati,  OH,  serving  all 
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intermediate  points  in  OH  and  PA;  from 
Washington,  over  Interstate  Hwy  70  to 
its  intersection  with  Interstate  Hwy  71, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  71  to 
Cincinnati,  OH,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  (2)  between  Washington,  PA 
and  Rockford,  OH,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  in  OH  and  PA;  from 
Washington,  over  Interstate  Hwy  70  to 
its  intersection  with  U.S.  Hwy  33,  then  - 
over  U.S.  Hwy  33  to  Rockford,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  (3)  between 
Washington,  PA  and  Lima,  OH,  serving 
all  intermediate  points  in  OH  and  PA; 
from  Washington,  over  Interstate  Hwy 
70  to  its  intersection  with  Interstate 
Hwy  77,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  77  to 
its  intersection  with  U.S.  Hwy  36,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  36  to  its  intersection  with 
OH  Hwy  13,  then  over  OH  Hwy  13  to  its 
intersection  with  OH  Hwy  95,  Aen  over 
OH  Hwy  95  to  its  intersection  with  OH 
Hwy  309,  then  over  OH  Hwy  309  to 
Lima,  and  return  over  the  same  route,  (4) 
between  Washington,  PA  and 
Millersburg,  OH,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  in  OH  and  PA;  from 
Washington,  over  Interstate  Hwy  70  to 
its  intersection  with  Interstate  Hwy  77, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  77  to  its 
intersection  of  U.S.  Hwy  36,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  36  to  its  -intersection  with  OH 
Hwy  83,  then  over  OH  Hwy  83  to 
Millersburg,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  (5)  between  Washington,  PA  and 
Greenville,  OH,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  in  OH  and  PA;  from  Washington, 
over  Interstate  Hwy  70  to  its 
intersection  with  OH  Hwy  29,  then  over 
OH  Hwy  29  to  its  intersection  with  U.S. 
Hwy  36,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  36  to 
Greenville,  and  retiun  over  the  same 
route,  (6)  between  Washington,  PA  and 
New  Westville,  OH,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  in  OH  and  PA;  over 
Interstate  Hwy  70,  and  retmn  over  the 
same  route,  (7)  between  Washington,  PA 
and  Chesapeake,  OH,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  in  OH  and  PA;  from 
Washington,  over  Interstate  Hwy  70  to 
its  intersection  with  OH  Hwy  7,  then 
over  OH  Hwy  7  to  Chesapeake,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  (8)  between 
Washington,  PA  and  Marietta,  OH, 
serving  all  intermediate  points  in  OH 
and  PA;  from  Washington,  over 
Interstate  Hwy  70  to  its  intersection 
with  Interstate  Hwy  77,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  77  to  Marietta,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  (9)  between 
Washington,  PA  and  Cincinnati,  OH, 
serving  all  intermediate  points  in  OH 
and  PA;  from  Washington,  over 
Interstate  Hwy  70  to  its  intersection 
with  OH  Hwy  60,  then  over  OH  Hwy  60, 
to  its  intersection  with  OH  Hwy  669, 
then  over  OH  Hwy  669  to  its 
intersection  with  OH  Hwy  78,  then  over 


OH  Hwy  78  to  its  intersection  with  OH 
Hwy  13,  then  over  OH  Hwy  13  to  its 
intersection  with  U.S.  Hwy  50,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  50  to  Cincinnati,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  (10)  between 
Washington,  PA  and  Cincinnati,  OH, 
serving  all  intermediate  points  in  OH 
and  PA;  from  Washington,  over 
Interstate  Hwy  70  to  its  intersection 
with  U.S.  Hwy  22,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
22,  to  its  intersection  with  OH  Hwy  22, 
then  over  OH  Hwy  22  to  Cincinnati,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  (11)  between 
Washington,  PA  and  fronton,  OH, 
serving  all  intermediate  points  in  OH 
and  PA;  from  Washington,  over 
Interstate  Hwy  70  to  its  intersection 
with  U.S.  Hwy  22,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
22,  to  its  intersection  with  U.S.  Hwy  33, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  33  to  its  intersection 
with  OH  Hwy  93,  then  over  OH  Hwy  93 
to  fronton,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  (12)  between  Washington,  PA  and 
Portsmouth,  OH,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  in  OH  and  PA;  from 
Washington,  over  Interstate  Hwy  70  to 
its  intersection  with  U.S.  Hwy  23,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  23,  to  Portsmouth,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  (13)  between 
Washington,  PA  and  Wrightsville,  OH, 
serving  all  intermediate  points  in  OH 
and  PA;  from  Washington,  over 
Interstate  Hwy  70  to  its  intersection 
with  OH  Hwy  62,  then  over  OH  Hwy  62, 
to  its  intersection  with  U.S.  Hwy  62, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  62  to  its  intersection 
with  OH  Hwy  247,  then  over  OH  Hwy 
247  to  Wrightsville,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  (14)  between  Washington, 
PA  and  Ripley,  OH,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  in  OH  and  PA;  from 
Washington,  over  Interstate  Hwy  70  to 
its  intersection  with  OH  Hwy  62,  then 
over  OH  Hwy  62,  to  its  intersection  with 
U.S.  Hwy  62,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  62  to 
Ripley,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
(15)  between  Washington,  PA  and 
Cincinnati,  OH,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  in  OH  and  PA;  from  Washington, 
over  Interstate  Hwy  70  to  its 
intersection  with  OH  Hwy  4,  then  over 
OH  Hwy  4,  to  its  intersection  with 
Interstate  Hwy  75,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  75  to  Cincinnati,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  (16)  between 
Washington,  PA  and  Lima,  OH,  serving 
all  intermediate  points  in  OH  and  PA; 
from  Washington,  over  Interstate  Hwy 
70  to  its  intersection  with  Interstate 
Hwy  75,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  75  to 
Lima,  and  retxun  over  the  same  route, 

(17)  between  Akron  and  Columbus,  OH, 
serving  all  intermediate  points  from 
Akron,  over  U.S.  Hwy  224  and  Interstate 
Hwy  76  to  Lodi,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  42 
to  Jimction  U.S.  Hwy  23,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  23  to  Columbus,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  (18)  between  Akron  and 


Columbus,  OH  serving  all  intermediate 
points:  from  Akron  over  Interstate  Hwy 
76  to  its  intersection  with  Interstate 
Hwy  71,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  71  to 
Columbus,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes,  (19)  between  Akron  and  Dayton, 
OH,  serving  all  intermediate  points  from 
Akron,  over  U.S.  Hwy  224  and  Interstate 
Hwy  76  to  Lodi,  then  over  U.S.  H%vy  42 
to  its  intersection  with  U.S.  Hwy  40, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  40  to  its  intersection 
with  U.S.  Hwy  4,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  4 
to  Dayton,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes,  (20)  between  Akron  and  Dayton, 
OH,  serving  all  intermediate  points  from 
Akron,  OH,  over  Interstate  Hwy  71,  to 
its  intersection  with  Interstate  Hwy  71, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  71  to  its 
intersection  with  Interstate  Hwy  270, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  270  to  its 
intersection  with  Interstate  Hwy  70, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  70  to  its 
intersection  with  Interstate  Hwy  75, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  75  to  Dayton, 
and  return  over  the  same  routes,  (21) 
between  Akron  and  Cincinnati,  OH 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  from 
Akron  over  U.S.  Hwy  224  and  Interstate 
Hwy  76  to  Lodi,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  42 
to  Cincinnati,  and  retiun  over  the  same 
routes,  (22)  between  Akron  and 
Cincinnati,  OH  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  from  Akron  over  U.S.  Hwy  224 
and  Interstate  Hwy  76  to  Lodi,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  42  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Hwy  40,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  40  to 
Springfield,  then  over  OH  Hwy  4  to  its 
intersection  with  U.S.  Hwy  127,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  127  to  Cincinnati,  and 
return  over  the  same  routes,  (23) 
between  Akron  and  Cincinnati,  OH 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  from 
Akron  over  Interstate  Hwy  76  to  its 
intersection  with  Interstate  Hwy  71, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  71  to 
Cincinnati,  and  retiun  over  the  same 
routes,  and  (24)  Serving  all  points  in  OH 
on  and  south  of  U.S.  Hwy  250  and  U.S. 
Hwy  30  as  off-route  points  in  connection 
with  service  over  the  above-described 
routes.  (Hearing  site:  Pittsburgh,  PA,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Applicant  states  it  intends  to  tack 
with  its  existing  authority. 

MC  114457  (Sub-551F),  filed  October 
15, 1979.  Applicant:  DART  TRANSIT 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  2102 
University  Ave.,  St.  Paul,  MN  55114. 
Representative:  James  H.  Wills  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
paper,  paper  products,jceIIuIose 
products,  and  textile  softeners,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
of  The  Procter  &  Gamble  Paper  Products 
Company  at  or  near  (a)  Neely’s  Landing, 
MO,  (b)  Cheboygan,  MI,  and  (c)  Green 
Bay,  WI,  to  those  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS, 
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OK  and  TX  (except  FL,  SC,  VA,  WV, 

DE.  CT,  RI,  NY,  VT,  ME,  and  DC). 
(Hearing  site:  Cincinnati,  OH,  or  St. 

Paul.  MN.) 

MC  114457  (Sub-552F).  filed  October 

15, 1979,  Applicant:  DART  TRANSIT 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  2102 
University  Ave.,  St.  Paul,  MN  55114. 
Representative:  James  H.  Wills  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  commodities  in  bulk, 
household  goods,  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment),  between 
the  facilities  of  the  Charter  Oaks 
Shippers  Cooperative  Association,  Inc., 
at  or  near  Berlin,  CT,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  those  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE, 
KS,  OK,  and  TX  (except  CT).  (Hearing 
site:  Hartford,  CT,  or  St.  Paul,  MN.) 

MC  115667  (Sub-16F),  filed  October  23, 
1979.  Applicant:  ARROW 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEMS.  INC., 
5658  West  Marginal  Way  S.W.,  Seattle, 
WA.  Representative:  Clyde  H.  MacIver, 
1415  Fifth  Ave.,  Suite  1900,  Seattle,  WA 
98171.  Transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives)  between  Seattle  WA,  and 
Portland,  OR,  restricted  to  traffic  having 
a  prior  or  subsequent  movement  by 
water.  (Hearing  site:  Seattle,  WA,  or 
Portland,  OR.) 

MC  115826  (Sub-558F),  October  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  W.  J.  DIGBY,  INC.,  6015 
East  58th  Ave.,  Commerce  City,  CO 
80022.  Representative:  Howard  Gore 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  photographic  apparatus, 
equipment,  material,  supplies,  and 
products  used  solely  for  photographic 
application,  manufacturing,  or 
processing  (except  commodities  in  bulk) 
(A)  between  the  facilities  of  Eastman 
Kodak  Co.  at  Windsor,  CO,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  (1)  the  facilities 
of  Karr  Ellis,  Inc,  at  Jamaica,  NY 
(Kennedy  International  Airport),  (2) 

New  York,  NY,  and  (3)  the  facilities  of 
Eastman  Kodak  Co.  at  or  near 
Rochester,  NY;  (B)  between  the  facilities 
of  Eastman  Kodak  Co.  at  Windsor,  CO 
and  at  or  near  Rochester,  NY,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  (1)  Palo  Alto,  (2) 
Hollywood,  (3)  San  Ramon,  (4)  Lyoth, 

Los  Angeles,  Oakland,  San  Francisco, 
Travis  AFB  and  Whittier,  CA,  (5)  Dallas, 
TX,  (6)  Dayton,  NJ,  (7)  Oakbrook,  IL,  and 
(8)  Chamblee,  GA.  (Hearing  site:  Denver, 
CO.) 

MC  117676  (Sub-16F),  filed  October  19. 
1979.  Applicant:  HERMS  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  620  Pear  Street,  Trenton,  NJ  08648. 
Representative:  Alan  Kahn,  1920  Two 
Penn  Center  Plaza,  Philadelphia,  PA 
19102.  Transporting  (1)  Wax 
impregnated  fireplace  logs,  charcoal. 


charcoal  briquets,  and  wood  chips, 
(except  in  bulk),  and  (2)  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1)  above  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  between  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  owned  or 
utilized  by  Duraflame,  Inc.  or  The 
Kingsford  Company.  (Hearing  site: 
Philadelphia,  PA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  119777  (Sub-424F),  filed  October 

18, 1979.  Applicant:  LIGON 
SPECIAUZED  HAULER,  INC.,  Highway 
85,  East,  Madisonville,  KY  42431. 
Representative:  Carl  U.  Hurst,  P.O. 
Drawer  “L”,  Madisonville,  KY  42431. 
Transporting  com,  soybeans,  corn  and 
soybean  products,  between  Danville,  IL, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL,  FL,  GA,  IN,  KY,  MI,  MN, 
MO,  NB,  OH,  TN  and  WI.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL,  or  St.  Louis,  MO.) 

MC  119787  (Sub-9F),  filed  October  19. 
1979.  Applicant:  F.  W.  GROVES 
TRUCKING  COMPANY.  Route  4.  Box 
89,  Leland,  NC  28451.  Representative: 
Ralph  McDonald,  Post  Office  Box  2246, 
Raleigh,  NC  27602.  Transporting  forest 
products,  lumber,  lumber  products, 
poles,  pilings,  and  fence  posts  from  the 
facilities  of  The  Burke-Parsons-Bowlby 
Corporation  at  Leland,  NC,  to  points  in 

NC,  SC.  GA.  AL,  MS,  OH,  DE,  PA,  TN, 
VA,  WV,  CT,  IN,  KY,  MD,  MI.  NJ,  NY, 

RI,  MA,  VT.  ME,  NH,  FL.  and  DC. 
(Hearing  site:  Wilmington,  NC.) 

MC  124896  (Sub-98F),  filed  October  18. 
1979.  Applicant:  WILLIAMSON  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  Thome  &  Ralston  Streets, 
Box  3485,  Wilson,  NC  27893. 
Representative:  Peter  A.  Greene,  900 
174  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20006. 
Transporting  paper  and  paper  products, 
fi-om  4e  facilities  of  Weyerhaeuser,  Inc. 
in  NC.  to  points  in  OH,  IN.  IL,  MI,  WI. 

MN,  LA,  MO  and  KY.  (Hearing  site: 
Wilson.  NC.) 

MC  126537  (Sub-36F),  filed  October  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  KENT  I.  TURNER, 
KENNETH  E.  TURNER,  and  ERVIN  L 
TURNER,  a  partnership,  d.b.a,  TURNER 
EXPEDITING  SERVICE.  P.O.  Box  21333, 
Standiford  Field,  Louisville,  KY  40221. 
Representative:  William  P.  Whitney,  Jr., 
708  McClure  Bldg.,  Frankfort,  KY  40601. 
Transporting:  General  commodities 
(except  those  of  imusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
conunodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  Lexington, 
I^,  and  Memphis,  TN,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  having  an 
immediately  prior  or  immediately 
subsequent  movement  by  air.  (Hearing 
site:  Lexington  or  Louisville,  KY.) 


MC  133676  (Sub-lOF),  filed  October  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  COMET  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  1175  Choctaw  Drive,  Baton  Rouge, 
LA  70821.  Representative:  Richard  H. 
Wilson  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  synthetic  crude  rubber, 
chemicals  (except  in  bulk),  between 
Baton  Rouge,  LA,  Geismar,  LA,  and  New 
Orleans,  LA.  (Hearing  site:  Baton  Rouge, 
LA.) 

MC  134286  (Sub-129F),  filed  October 

16. 1979.  Applicant:  TI.T.INT  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1564,  Sioux  City,  lA 
51102.  Representative:  Julie  Humbert 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  (1)  such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  or  used  by  drug,  grocery, 
and  food  businesses  (except  frozen 
commodities  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  the  Colgate- 
Palmolive  Company,  at  or  near  Kansas 
City,  KS,  to  points  in  MN,  lA,  IL,  CO, 
and  NE;  and  (2)  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  the  commodities  in  (1)  above  (except 
frozen  commodities  and  commodities  in 
bulk),  in  the  reverse  direction.  (Hearing 
site:  Sioux  City,  lA,  or  Denver,  CO.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  134477  (Sub-379F),  filed  October 

22. 1979.  Applicant:  SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  5  West 
Mendota  Road,  West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118. 
Representative:  Thomas  D.  Fischbach, 
P.O.  Box  43496,  St.  Paul,  MN  55164. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  restaurants  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  fi'om  points  in  AR, 
GA,  FL,  KY,  MA,  NC,  NJ,  NY.  OH,  PA, 
SC,  TN,  TX,  and  VA,  to  the  facilities  of 
Hardee's  Food  System,  Inc.  at  or  near 
Mason  City,  LA.  (Hearing  site:  St.  Paul, 
MN.) 

MC  135326  (Sub-21F),  filed  October  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  SOUTHERN  GULF 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  4277  N.  Market  St., 
P.O.  Box  7959,  Shreveport,  LA  71107. 
Representative:  Hugh  T.  Matthews,  2340 
Fidelity  Union  Tower,  Dallas,  TX  75201. 
Transporting  roofing  and  building 
materials,  and  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  or  incidental  to  the 
manufacture,  installation,  and 
distribution  of  roofing  and  building 
materials,  between  the  facilities  of 
Georgia-Pacific  Corp.,  Gypsum  Division, 
at  or  near  Hampton,  Henry  County,  GA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  4e  other, 
points  in  AL,  AR,  LA,  MS,  OK,  TN,  and 
TX.  (Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  135797  (Sub-269F),  filed  October 

16. 1979.  Applicant:  J.  B.  LIUNT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  130, 

Lowell,  AR  72745.  Representative:  Paul 
R.  Bergant  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  wooden  and  wire  box  and 
crate  materials,  fi'om  Magnolia,  MS,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AL, 
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AR,  AK,  CA,  FL,  HL  KY,  LA.  NY.  OH. 
OK.  SC.  TN,  TX,  and  WI).  (Hearing  site: 
Jackson,  MS,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  135797  (Sub-274F).  filed  October 

23. 1979.  Applicant:  J.  B.  HUNT 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  130, 
Lowell,  AR  72745.  Representative:  Paul 
R.  Bergant  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  Cedar  shakes  and 
shingles,  from  points  in  OR  and  WA,  to 
points  in  AR,  CA,  CO,  IL,  IN,  KS,  MO, 
MN,  OK,  TN  and  TX.  (Hearing  site: 
Seattle,  WA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  136786  (Sub-176F),  filed  October 

15. 1979.  Applicant:  ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  4475  N.E. 

3rd  St.,  Des  Moines,  lA  50313. 
Representative:  Stanley  C.  Olsen,  Jr., 
7400  Metro  Blvd.,  Suite  411,  Edina,  MN 
55435.  Transporting  paint  and  paint 
products.  (1)  from  Dover,  DE,  to  Oak 
Creek,  WI,  Houston,  TX.  Torrance,  CA, 
and  Atlanta,  GA,  (2)  from  Oak  Creek, 
WI,  to  Dover,  DE,  and  points  in  CA,  and 
(3)  from  Delaware,  OH,  to  Davenport, 

LA,  Minneapolis,  MN,  Denver,  CO,  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT,  Portland,  OR,  and  points 
in  CA.  (Hearing  site:  Minneapolis,  MN, 
or  Pittsburgh,  PA.) 

MC  136786  (Sub-178Fi,  filed  October 

15, 1979.  Applicant:  ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  4475  N.E. 

3rd  St.,  Des  Moines,  LA  50313. 
Representative:  Stanley  C.  Olsen,  Jr., 
7400  Metro  Blvd.,  Suite  411,  Edina,  Mn 
55435.  Transporting  (1)  frozen  foods,  and 
(2)  coffee  (except  in  bulk),  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Minneapolis,  MN,  to  points  in  WA 
and  OR.  (Hearing  site:  Minneapolis, 

MN.) 

MC  138157  (Sub-190F),  filed  October 

15. 1979.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT  RENTAL.  INC.  d.b.a. 
SOUTHWEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT.  P.O. 
Box  9596,  Chattanooga,  TN  37412. 
Representative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
chemicals,  ground  clay,  and  minerals 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Bethel  and  Norwalk,  CT,  Murray,  KY, 
and  Bath,  SC,  to  points  in  NC,  TN,  SC, 
GA,  FL,  AL,  KY,  MS,  LA,  AR,  MO,  IL,  IN, 
OH,  MI,  WI,  lA,  MN,  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS, 

OK,  TX,  NM,  WY,  CO,  MT,  ID,  UT,  AZ, 

NV,  WA,  OR,  and  CA.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
MC  138157  (Sub-195F),  filed  October 

22. 1979.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT  RENTAL,  INC.  d.b.a. 
SOUTHWEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  2931 
S.  Market  St.,  Chattanooga,  TN  37410. 
Representative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  (1) 
floor  covering  materials  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 


in  the  installation,  sale  and  distribution 
of  floor  covering  materials,  from  points 
in  GA,  NC,  SC,  and  TN,  to  points  in  AZ, 
CA,  ID,  NV,  and  OR.  (Hearing  site: 
Atlanta,  GA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  138297  Sub-8F),  filed  October  17, 
1979.  Applicant:  CENTRAL  FLORIDA 
COACH  UNES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  127, 
Mountaintop,  PA,  18707.  Representative: 
Joseph  F.  Hoary,  121  South  Main  St., 
Taylor,  PA.  18517.  Transporting 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in  special 
and  charter  operations,  between 
Brovard  County,  FL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  on  the  East  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  mouth  of  the  Mississippi  River  an 
extending  along  the  Mississippi  River  to 
its  junction  with  the  western  boundary 
of  Itasca  Coimty,  MN  thence  northward 
along  the  western  boundary  of  Itasca 
and  Koochiching  Counties,  MN  to  the 
international  boundary  line  between  the 
U.S.  and  Canada.  (Hearing  site: 

Orlando,  FL. 

MC  139906  (Sub-79F),  filed  October  24, 
1979.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
CONTRACT  CARRIER 
CORPORATION,  2156  West  2200  South, 
P.O.  Box  30303,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT 
84125.  Representative:  Richard  A. 
Peterson,  521  South  14th  St.,  P.O.  81849, 
Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Transporting  Sulphur. 
in  bags  from  the  facilities  of  Stauffer 
Chemical  Company,  at  or  near  Freeport, 
TX  to  point  in  CA,  PA,  and  NJ.  (Hearing 
site:  Lincoln,  NE,  or  Salt  Lake  City,  UT.) 

'  Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  140006  (Sub-2F),  filed  October  18, 
1979.  Applicant:  JOHN  W.  GEORGE, 
doing  business  as,  HEPNER’S 
TRUCKING  CO.,  1810  E.  Washington 
Ave.,  Vineland,  NJ  08360. 

Representative:  Robert  B.  Pepper,  168 
Woodbridge  Ave.,  Highland  Park,  NJ 
08904.  Transporting  (1)  Floor  coveming 
and  (2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  installation  and  manufacturing 
thereof,  (except  in  bulk)  between 
Vineland,  NJ  and  Philadelphia,  PA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Atlanta, 
Dalton  and  Rome,  GA,  and 
Chattanooga,  TN.  (Hearing  site: 
Philadelphia,  PA.) 

MC  141516  (Sub-6F),  filed  October  23, 
1979.  Applicant:  RICHARD  L  HODGES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  141,  Unity,  ME  04988. 
Representative:  John  C.  Lightbody,  30 
Exchange  St.,  Portland,  ME  04101. 
Transporting  frozen  vegetables  and 
frozen  vegetable  products,  fitim  points 
in  ME,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  MN, 

NV,  NM,  OR,  WA,  and  WY.  (Hearing 
site:  Portland,  ME,  or  Boston,  MA.) 


MC  142807  (Sub-lF),  filed  October  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  NICHOLAS  D. 

MARINO  and  ANGELINA  F.  MARINO, 
d.b.a.  FARRAGUT  TRAVEL  SERVICE, 
1717  Farragut  Ave.,  Bristol,  PA  19007. 
Representative:  Francis  W.  Doyle,  323 
Maple  Ave.,  Southampton,  PA  18966. 
Transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  limited  to  the  transportation 
of  no  more  than  eleven  (11)  passengers 
in  any  one  vehicle  (not  including  the 
driver  thereof  and  not  including  children 
under  ten  years  of  age  who  do  not 
occupy  a  seat  or  seats),  (1)  in  special 
operations,  between  Allentown, 
Bethlehem,  and  Easton,  PA,  and  points 
in  the  commercial  zones,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Newark  Airport, 
Newark,  NJ;  John  F.  Kennedy 
International  Airport,  New  York,  NY; 
Atlantic  City,  NJ;  Atlantic  City  Race 
Course,  Key  City,  NJ,  and  the  steamship 
piers  for  passenger  voyages).  New  York, 
NY;  and  (2)  in  charter  operations, 
between  Lehigh  and  Northampton 
Counties,  PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Newark  Airport,  Newark,  NJ; 
John  F.  Kennedy  International  Airport, 
New  York,  NY;  Atlantic  City,  NJ; 

Atlantic  City  Race  Course,  Key  City,  NJ, 
and  the  steamship  piers  (for  passengers 
voyages)  New  York,  NY.  (Hearing  site: 
Allentown,  or  Philadelphia,  PA.) 

MC  143236  (Sub-40F),  filed  October  15, 
1979.  Applicant:  WHITE  TIGER 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  40 
Hackensack  Ave.,  Kearny,  NJ  07032. 
Representative:  Elezabeth  E.  Murphy 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  (1)  such  comodi  ties  as  are 
sold  in  toy  stores,  and  (2)  materiols  used 
in  the  sale  and  distribution  of  the 
comodities  in  (1)  above,  between  the 
facilities  of  Leisure  Line,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Secaucus,  NJ,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Newark,  NJ,  or  New  York,  NY.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  143236  (Sub-43F),  filed  October  23, 
1979.  Applicant:  WHITE  TIGER 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  40 
Hackensack  Ave.,  So.  Kearny,  N.J. 

07032.  Representative:  Elizabeth  E. 
Murphy  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  candy  and  materials  used 
in  its  manufacture  and  sale,  between  the 
facilities  of  Switzer  Candy  Co.,  at  or 
near  St.  Louis,  MO,  on  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  CT,  ID, 
MD,  MA,  ME,  NJ,  NY,  NM,  OH,  OR,  PA, 
RI,  UT,  and  WA.  (Hearing  site:  Newaric, 
NJ,  or  St.  Louis,  MO.) 

MC  143236  (Sub-4^,  filed  October  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  WHITE  TIGER 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  40 
Hackensack  Ave.,  Kearny,  N.J.  07032. 
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Representative:  Elizabeth  Eleanor 
Murphy  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  Malt  beverages  and 
material  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacuture  and  sale  of  malt 
beverages,  (1)  between  the  facilities  of 
Anheuser-Busch,  at  or  near  Jacksonville 
and  Tampa,  FL,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on 
the  other,  points  in  CT,  DE,  MD,  ME,  NJ, 
NY,  NH,  NC,  SC,  OH,  PA,  and  VA,  and 
(2)  between  the  facilities  of  Anheuser- 
Busch,  at  or  near  St.  Louis,  MO, 
Columbus,  OH,  and  Newark,  NJ,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  in  LA, 
MO,  NJ,  NY,  DE.  PA.  NH,  RI.  OH.  CT. 
and  ME.  (Hearing  site:  Newark,  NJ,  or 
St.  Louis,  MO.) 

MC  144197  (Sub-lF),  filed  October  16, 
1979.  Applicant:  KEYBOARD 
CARRIAGE,  INC.,  2305  Quincetree  Dr., 
Clarksville,  IN  47130.  Representative: 
Rudy  Yessin,  314  Wilkinson  St., 
Frankfort,  KY  4001,  Transport^  (1) 
household  dishwashing  machines  and 
machine  parts,  household  trash 
compactors,  and  commercial  food 
processing  machinery,  and  (2)  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  (a) 
between  the  facilities  of  Hobart 
Corporation,  at  points  in  OH,  KY,  GA, 
AL,  LA,  SC.  UT,  MN.  IL,  KS,  and  PA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
and  (b)  between  the  facilities  of  the 
Hobart  Corporation,  at  points  in  the 
States  listed  in  (a)  above.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  D.C.) 

MC  144407  (Sub-17F),  filed  October  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  DECKER  TRANSPORT 
COMPANY.  INCORPORATED,  412 
Route  23,  Pompton  Plains,  NJ  07444. 
Representative:  George  A.  Olsen,  P.O. 
Box  357,  Gladstone,  NJ  07934. 
Transporting  dialysis  supplies  and 
equipment,  between  Delran,  NJ  and 
McAllen,  TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(excep.t  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  New 
York,  NY,  or  Washington,  D.C.) 

MC  145457  (Sub-3F),  filed  October  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  B  &  M  EXPRESS,  INC., 
500  S.  Western,  Oklahoma  City,  OK 
73109.  Representative:  C.  L.  Phillips, 
Room  248,  Classen  Terrace  Bldg.,  1411 
N.  Classen,  Oklahoma  City,  OK  73106. 
Transporting  such  merchandise  as  is 
dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail  and  chain 
grocery  and  food  business  houses 
(except  frozen  commodities  and 
commodites  in  bulk),  fi-om  the  facilities 
of  the  Clorox  Company  at  or  near 
Houston,  TX  to  points  in  OK.  (Hearing 
site:  Oklahoma  City,  OK). 

MC  145797  (Sub-llF),  filed  October  23. 
1979.  Applicant:  NANCY 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  429 
Stablestone  Dr.,  Chesterfield,  MO  63017. 


Representative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin, 
1320  Fenwick  Lane,  Silver  Spring,  MD 
20910.  Transporting:  (1)  Overhead  door 
sections,  and  (2)  materials  and 
hardware  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
sale  of  overhead  door  sections,  fi'om  the 
facilities  of  Overhead  Door  Corporation 
at  Dallas  and  Ft.  Worth,  TX,  to  points  in 
CA.  GA.  IL.  IN,  KY,  MI,  MO.  and  OH. 
(Hearing  site:  St.  Louis,  Mo,  or 
Washington,  D.C.) 

MC  146646  (Sub-45F),  filed  October  15, 
1979.  Applicant:  BRISTOW  TRUCKING 
CO.,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  6355  A, 
Birmingham,  AL  35217.  Representative: 
Henry  Bristow,  Jr.  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  (1)  electronic 
instruments,  and  (2)  components,  tables, 
and  stands  therefor,  and  toys  and 
games,  from  Greenville  and  Jefferson 
City,  TN,  to  points  in  LA,  TX,  OK,  AR, 
MO,  and  KS.  Condition:  Person  or 
persons  who  appear  to  be  engaged  in 
common  control  between  applicant  and 
another  regular  carrier  must  either  file 
an  application  under  49  U.S.C.  11343(A) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  or 
submit  an  affidavit  indicating  why  such 
approval  is  unnecessary.  (Hearing  site: 
IQioxville,  TN,  or  Birmingham,  AL.) 

MC  146646  (Sub-47F),  filed  October  18, 
1979.  Applicant:  BRISTOW  TRUCKING 
CO..  P.O.  Box  6355  A,  Birmingham,  AL 
35217.  Representative:  Henry  Bristow,  Jr. 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting:  Paper,  and  paper  products 
and  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  the 
above  commodities  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  between  the  facilties  of  Scott 
Paper  Company,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  Hi).  Condition:  Person 
or  persons  who  appears  to  be  engaged 
in  common  control  between  applicant 
and  another  regular  carrier  must  either 
file  an  application  under  49  U.S.C. 
11343(A)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  or  submit  an  affidavit  indicating 
why  such  approval  is  unnecessary. 
(Hearing  site:  Philadelphia,  PA,  or 
Birmingham,  AL.) 

MC  146646  (Sub-48F),  filed  October  18, 
1979.  Applicant:  BRISTOW  TRUCKING 
CO.,  P.O.  Box  6355  A,  Birmingham,  AL 
35217.  Representative:  Henry  Bristow,  Jr. 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
granted  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicles,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  Appliances,  heating  and 
air  condition  equipment,  vending 
machines,  {1)  Materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture,  sales 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities  in 
(1)  above  (except  commodities  in  bulk) 
between  the  facilities  of  Magic  Chef, 

Inc.,  centers,  and  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  Condition: 


Person  or  persons  who  appears  to  be 
engaged  in  common  control  between 
applicant  and  another  regular  carrier 
must  either  file  an  application  under  49 
U.S.C.  11343(A)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  or  submit  an  affidavit 
indicating  why  such  approval  is 
unnecessary.  (Hearing  site:  Knoxville, 
TN,  or  Birmingham,  AL.) 

MC  146646  (Sub-49F),  filed  October  22. 
1979.  Applicant:  BRISTOW  TRUCKING 
CO.,  P.O.  Box  63558,  Birmingham,  AL 
35217,  Representative:  John  R.,  Frawley, 
Jr.,  5506  Crestwood  Blvd.,  Birmingham, 
AL  35212.  Transporting  stoneware, 
china  and  steel  flatware  and  printed 
paper  forms,  between  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
Condition:  Person  or  persons  who 
appears  to  be  engaged  in  common 
control  between  applicant  and  another 
regular  carrier  must  either  file  an 
application  under  49  U.S.C.  11343(A)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  or  submit 
an  affidavit  indicating  why  such 
approval  is  unnecessary.  (Hearing  site: 
Birmingham,  AL.) 

MC  146907  (Sub-5F),  filed  October  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  PEBBLE  HAULERS, 
INC.,  2630  Delta  Drive,  Colorado 
Springs,  CO  80910,  Representatives: 
Raymond  M.  Kelley,  450  Capitol  Life 
Center,  Denver,  CO  80203.  Transporting 
Bentonite,-  from  facilities  of  1st  Bentonite 
Company  of  Colorado  at  or  near 
Coaldale,  CO,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  KS, 
NE,  NM,  and  UT,  (Hearing  site:  Denver, 
CO.) 

MC  147646  (Sub-3F),  filed  October  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  T.  M.  MACHULL,  4226 
W.  Port  au  Prince  Lane,  Phoenix,  AZ 
85023.  Representative:  A.  Michael 
Bernstein,  1441  E.  Thomas  Rd..  Phoenix, 
AZ  85014.  Transporting:  (1)  (A)  Malt 
beverages  from  Jefferson  County,  CO  to 
points  in  AZ,  (B)  beverage  containers 
and  supplies  and  materials  used  in  and 
dealt  with  by  breweries,  from  points  in 
AZ  to  points  in  Jefferson  County,  CO,  (2) 
(A)  Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by 
wholesale,  retail,  chain  grocery  and  food 
business  houses  and  agricultural  feed 
business  houses,  (B)  Materials, 
ingredients,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacturing,  distribution 
and  sale  of  the  products  in  (A)  above, 
from  the  facilities  of  Ralston  I^ina 
Company  at  or  near  Denver,  CO  to 
points  in  AZ  and  NM.  (3)  Dry  animal 
and  poultry  feeds,  feed  ingredients,  and 
seed  (except  conunodities  in  bulk)  and 
exempt  commodities  exempt  from 
economic  regulation  when  moving  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  the  above 
commodities,  from  points  in  CO  to 
points  in  AZ  and  NM.  (Hearing  site: 
Phoenix,  AZ.) 
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MC  148127  (Sub-2F),  filed  October  18, 
1979.  Applicant:  LINBHAUL  EXPRESS 
CORPORATION,  Post  Office  Box  5078, 
Manchester,  NH  03108.  Representative: 
Neal  R.  Michaud  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  canned  and 
preserved  foodstuffs,  fi’om  the  facilities 
of  Heiri,  U.S.A.,  Division  of  H.  J.  Heinz 
Company,  at  or  near  Pittsburgh,  PA,  to 
points  in  CT,  ME,  MA,  NH,  RI,  VT,  and 
points  in  NY,  on  and  north  of  New  York 
Highway  17,  and  on  and  east  of  New 
York  Highway  30.  (Hearing  site: 
Concord,  NH,  or  Boston,  MA.) 

MC  148127  (Sub-3F),  filed  October  18, 
1979.  Applicant:  LINEHAUL  EXPRESS 
CORPORATION,  Post  Office  Box  5078, 
Manchester,  NH  03108.  Representative: 
Neal  R.  Michaud  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  canned  and 
preserved  foodstuffs,  fi'om  the  facilities 
of  Heinz,  U.S.A.,  Division  of  N.J.  Heinz 
Company,  at  or  near  Muscatine  and 
Iowa  City,  lA,  to  points  in  the  St.  Louis, 
MO,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  facilities 
and  destined  to  the  named  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Concord,  New  Hampshire, 
or  Boston,  Massachusetts.) 

MC  148576F,  filed  October  16, 1979. 
Applicant:  DOTSON  TRUCKING  CO., 
INC.,  1220  Murphy  Ave  SW.,  Atlanta, 
GA  30310.  Representative:  Brian  S. 

Stem,  2425  Wilson  Blvd.,  Suite  367, 
Arlington,  VA  22201.  Transporting  g/oss, 
flat  and  automotive,  from  Nashville,  TN, 
to  Hazelwood,  MO,  and  points  in  AL, 

FL,  GA,  KY,  MS,  NC,  SC,' and  VA. 
(Hearing  site:  Detroit,  MI,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  148587F,  filed  October  22, 1979. 
Applicant:  CONTINENTAL 
CONTAINER  SERVICES,  INC.,  2501 
East  28th  St.,  Suite  101,  Signal  Hill,  CA 
90806.  Representative:  Robert  J. 
Gallagher,  1000  Connecticut  Ave.,  NW., 
Suite  1200,  Washington,  DC  20036. 
Transporting  used  household  goods,  in 
containers,  between  points  in  the  United 
States,  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  148596F,  filed  October  15, 1979. 
Applicant:  RONALD  LAZARO  d.b.a. 
LAZARO  TRUCKING,  24  Freeman  St., 
Newton,  MA  02166.  Representative: 
George  C.  O’Brein,  12  Vernon  St., 
Norwood,  MA  02062.  Transporting  (1) 
clay  products,  and  (2)  mortar  and 
moulding  compound,  in  bags,  fi'om 
Somerville,  Bridgewater,  Middleboro 
and  Lawrence,  MA,  to  points  in  ME,  NH, 
VT,  MA,  RI,  and  CT.  (Hearing  site: 
Boston,  MA.) 

MC  148617F,  filed  October  29, 1979. 
Applicant:  ATTTIOWE 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  926— 32nd 
Street,  Oakland,  CA  94608. 
Representative:  William  D.  Taylor, 


Professional  Corporation,  100  Pine 
Street,  Suite  2550,  San  Francisco,  CA 
94111.  Transporting  fine  art,  object  of 
art,  paintings  and  art  displays  and 
exhibits,  between  Los  Angeles,  San 
Diego,  Newport  Harbor,  Lajolla, 
Claremont,  Palm  Springs,  Santa  Barbara, 
Fresno,  Sacramento,  San  Francisco, 
Oakland,  and  San  Jose,  CA;  Eugene,  and 
Portland.  OR;  Seattle,  and  Bellingham, 
WA;  Reno,  and  Las  Vegas,  NV;  Phoenix, 
AZ;  Salt  Lake  City,  UT;  Santa  Fe, 
Albuquerque,  NM;  Denver,  CO; 

Houston,  Corpus  Christi,  and  Dallas,  TX, 
Kansas  City,  KS;  Omaha,  NE; 
Minneapolis,  MN;  Milwaukee,  WI; 
Chicago,  EU  St.  Louis,  MO;  Detroit,  Ml; 
Cleveland,  and  Cincinnati,  OH;  Buffalo, 
Rochester,  Syracuse,  Albany,  and  New 
York  City,  NY;  Pittsburgh,  and 
Philadelphia,  PA;  Baltimore,  MD; 
Washington,  DC;  Richmond,  VA; 

Atlanta,  GA;  Miami,  and  West  Palm 
Beach,  FL;  New  Orleans,  LA; 
Indianapolis,  LA;  Boston,  MA;  New 
Haven,  CT;  Providence,  RI;  Montgomery, 
AL,  and  Princeton,  NJ.  (Hearing  site:  San 
Francisco,  CA.) 

Volume  No.  56 

Decided:  February  29, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
1,  Members  Carleton,  Joyce  and  Jones. 

MC  808  (Sub-62F),  filed  November  26, 
1979.  Applicant:  ANCHOR  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  29201  Telegraph  Rd., 
Suite  522,  Southfield,  MI  48034. 
Representative:  J.  A.  Kundtz,  1100 
National  City  Bank  Building,  Cleveland, 
OH  44114.  Transporting:  motor  vehicles 
in  truckaway  service  fi'om  Lordstown, 
OH  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  KS, 

MT,  NE,  NV,  NM,  ND,  OK,  OR,  SD,  TX, 
UT,  WA  and  WY,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  General  Motors 
Corporation,  of  Warren,  MI.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  808  (Sub-63F),  filed  November  26, 
1979.  Applicant:  ANCHOR  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  29201  Telegraph  Rd. 

Suite  522,  Southfield,  MI  48034. 
Representative:  J.  A.  Kundtz,  1100 
National  City  Bank  Building,  Cleveland, 
OH  44114.  Transporting:  motor  vehicles 
in  truckaway  service  from  Wilmington, 
DE  to  points  in  AR,  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  LA, 
KS,  LA,  MN,  MS,  MO,  MT,  NE,  NV,  NM, 
ND,  OK,  OR,  SD,  TX,  UT,  WA,  WI  and 
WY,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
General  Motors  Corporation,  of 
Warrent,  MI.  (Hearing  site:  Washington, 
DC.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  13569  (Sub-57F),  filed  November 

13, 1979.  Applicant:  THE  LAKE  SHORE 
MOTOR  FREIGHT  CO.,  INC.,  1200 
South  State  Street,  Girard,  OH  44420. 


Representative:  Michael  R.  Werner,  167 
Fairfield  Road,  P.O.  Box  1409,  Fairfield, 
NJ  07006.  Transporting  of  steel 
guardrails,  and  steel  and  iron  tubing 
fiom  the  facilities  of  Regal  Tube 
Company  in  Chicago,  IL  to  points  in  IN, 
MI,  NJ,  NY,  OH,  and  PA.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  25869  (Sub-165F),  filed  November 

19. 1979.  Applicant:  NOLTE  BROS. 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  6217  Gilmore 
Avenue,  P.O.  Box  7184,  Omaha,  NE 
68107.  Representative:  Donald  L  Stem, 
Suite  610  Xerox  Bldg.,  7171  Mercy  Road, 
Omaha,  NE  68106.  Transporting 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  (a)  agricultural 
implements,  (b)  farm  machinery,  or  (c) 
light  industrial  equipment,  fiom  points  in 
IL,  IN,  KY,  OH,  MI,  and  WI  to  Columbus, 
Grand  Island,  and  Lexington,  NE, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  the  Sperry 
New  Holland  Division,  Sperry  Corp. 

MC  29079  (Sub-157F),  filed  November 

13. 1979.  Applicant:  BRADA  MILLER 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  935, 
Kokomo,  IN  46901.  Representative: 
Chandler  L.  Van  Orman,  1729  H  St., 

NW.,  Washington,  DC  20006. 
Transporting  tufting  machines  and 
equipment,  supplies  and  materials  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  tuftying  machines 
between  the  facilities  of  Cobble 
Company  at  or  near  Chattanooga,  TN, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL,  DE,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KY,  LA, 
(east  of  Mississippi  River)  MD,  MI,  MS, 
MO,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  OH,  PA,  SC,  TN,  VA, 
WV,  WI,  and  DC.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  29079  (Sub-158F),  filed  November 

13, 1979.  Applicant:  BRADA  MILLER 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  935, 
Kokomo,  IN  46901.  Representative: 
Chandler  L.  Van  Orman,  1729  H  Street, 
Northwest,  Washington,  DC  20006. 
Transporting  material  handling 
equipment,  plastic  articles,  bread  trays, 
and  material,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  or  distribution 
of  above-named  articles,  between  the 
facilities  of  Midland  Ross  Corporation  at 
or  near  Dawson  Springs,  KY,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL, 

DE.  GA,  IN,  IL,  KY,  LA  (east  of 
Mississippi  River),  MD,  MI,  MS,  MO,  NJ, 
NY.  NC.  OH.  PA,  SC,  TN.  VA.  WV.  WI. 
and  DC.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  29079  (Sub-159F),  filed  November 

13, 1979.  Applicant:  BRADA  MILLER 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  935, 
Kokomo,  IN  46901.  Representative: 
Chandler  L.  Van  Orman,  1729  H  St., 

N.W..  Washington,  DC  20006. 
Transporting  iron  and  steel  articles, 
automatic  garage  door  openers  and 
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material,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  above,  between  the  facilities  of 
Reliance  Mfg.  Company  at  or  near 
Alliance  and  Baltic,  OH  and  Tamco 
Mfg.,  Shandoaha,  VA  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other  points  in  AL,  DE,  GA, 
IL,  IN,  KY,  LA  (east  of  Mississippi 
River),  MD,  MI,  MS,  MO,  NJ,  NY.  NC, 
OH.  PA.  SC,  TN,  VA,  WV,  WI,  and  DC. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  30089  (Sub-9F),  filed  November  13, 
1979.  Applicant:  FRANK  W.  LILLY,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  111,  Turtle  Creek,  PA  15145. 
Representative:  Christian  V.  Graf,  407 
North  Front  Street,  Harrisburg,  PA 
17101.  Transporting  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
preparation  of  foodstuffs,  from  the 
facilities  of  Dewey  and  Almy  Chemical 
Division  at  Woodbury,  NJ  to  the 
facilities  of  Heinz  USA,  Division  of  H.  J. 
Heinz  Company  at  or  near  Weirton, 

WV,  under  a  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Heinz  USA,  Division  of  H.  J.  Heinz 
Company,  of  Pittsburgh,  PA.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC  or  Pittsburgh,  PA.) 
MC  35519  (Sub-llF),  filed  November 

13. 1979.  Applicant:  J.  W.  ATHEY,  SR.  & 

J.  W.  ATHEY,  JR.,  a  partnership,  d.b.a, 
ATHEY  TRUCKING,  Route  1,  Box  364, 
Stephens  City,  VA  22655. 

Representative:  Frank  B.  Hand,  Jr.,  P.O. 
Drawer  C.  Berryville,  VA  22611. 
Transporting  silica  sand  from  points  in 
Frederick  County,  VA  to  points  in  MD 
and  OH.  (Hearing  site:  Richmond,  VA  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  102709  (Sub-3F),  filed  November 

14. 1979.  Applicant:  ZINO  MOTOR 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  200  E.  Touhy  Ave.,  Des 
Plaines,  IL  60018.  Representative:  James  / 
R.  Madler,  120  W.  Madison  St.,  Chicago,'^ 
IL  60602.  Transporting  concrete  forming 
equipment,  and  parts,  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  assembly,  distribution  or 
use  of  concrete  forming  equipment 
(except  in  bulk);  (a)  between  Chicago,  IL 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  IN,  lA,  MI,  MN,  OH,  and  WI; 
and  (b)  between  Centralia,  LL,  on  the 

one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IL, 
IN,  LA,  KY.  MI.  MN,  MO,  and  WI.  under 
a  continuing  contract(s)  with  Symons 
Corporation,  of  Des  Plaines,  IL.  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  106398  (Sub-1022F),  filed 
November  19, 1979,  Applicant: 
NATIONAL  TRAILER  CONVOY,  INC., 
705  South  Elgin,  Tulsa,  OK. 
Representative:  Fred  Rahal,  Jr.,  525 
South  Main,  Tulsa,  OK  74103. 
Transporting  (1)  iron  and  steel  articles 
from  the  facilities  of  Gregory 
Galvanizing  and  metal  processing  at 
Canton,  OH  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI)  and  (2) 


materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  iron  and  steel  articles  in 
the  reverse  direction.  (Hearing  site: 
Akron,  OH.) 

MC  106398  (Sub-1023F),  filed 
November  19, 1979,  Applicant: 
NATIONAL  TRAILER  CONVOY.  INC., 
705  South  Elgin,  Tulsa.  OK  74120. 
Representative:  Fred  Rahal,  Jr.,  525 
South  Main,  Tulsa,  OK  74103. 
Transporting  railroad  wheels  and 
accessories  therefor  ft-om  (1)  the 
facilities  of  Griffin  Wheel  at  Keokuk,  LA, 
to  points  in  PA,  OH,  VA,  IL,  AL,  CO,  MI, 
and  WV,  and  (2)  the  facilities  of  Griffin 
Wheel  at  Colton,  CA,  to  points  in  PA, 
OH.  VA.  IL.  AL,  CO.  MI.  and  WV. 
(Hearing  site:  Des  Moines,  LA.) 

MC  108859  (Sub-78F),  filed  November 

19. 1979.  Applicant:  CLAIRMONT 
TRANSFER  CO.,  1803  Seventh  Avenue, 
North,  Escanaba,  MI  49820. 
Representative:  John  L.  Bruemmer,  121 
West  Doty  Street,  Madison,  WI  53703. 
Transporting  (1)  paper  and  paper 
products,  (2)  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  or 
requiring  the  use  of  special  equipment), 
used  in  the  manufacture  or  distribution 
of  commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
between  the  facilities  of  (a)  Manistique 
Pulp  and  Paper  Company,  at  or  near 
Manistique,  MI,  (b)  Badger  Paper  Mills. 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Peshtigo,  WI,  (c)  Scott 
Paper  Company,  at  or  near  Fond  du  Lac, 
Green  Bay,  Marinette  and  Oconto  Falls, 
WI,  (d)  American  Can  Company,  at  or 
near  Green  Bay,  WI,  (e)  Menominee 
Paper  Co.,  division  of  Bell  Fibre 
Products  Corp.,  at  or  near  Menominee, 

MI,  (f)  Niagara  of  Wisconsin  Paper 
Corp.,  at  or  near  Niagara,  WI,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IN,  MI, 
OH,  those  in  WI  on  and  east  of  U.S. 

Hwy  51  and  those  in  IL  on  and  north  of 
U.S.  Hwy  36. 

MC  110098  (Sub-179F),  filed  November 

13. 1979.  Applicant:  ZERO 
REFRIGERATED  LINES,  1400  Ackerman 
Road,  P.O.  Box  20380,  San  Antonio,  TX 
78220.  Representative:  T.  W.  Cothren 
(same  address  as  applicant). 

Transporting  foodstuffs  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Cameron, 

Eau  Claire,  Menomonie,  Vesper,  and 
Wisconsin  Rapids,  WI,  to  points  in  AZ, 
AR,  CA,  ID,  KS,  LA,  MO,  NV.  NM,  OK, 
OR,  TX,  UT,  and  WA.  (Hearing  site:  '' 

Madison,  WI  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  112989  (Sub-115F),  filed  November 

14. 1979.  Applicant:  WEST  COAST 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  85647  Highway  99 
South,  Eugene,  OR  97405. 

Representative:  John  W.  White,  Jr., 

85647  Highway  99  South,  Eugene,  OR 
97405,  Transporting  clay,  ground  crude 
or  other  than  crude  (except  in  bulk) 
fi'om  the  facilities  of  Oil-Dri  Crop,  of 


America  at  or  near  Christmas  Valley, 
OR  to  points  in  WA,  OR,  CA,  NV,  ID, 
MT.  UT,  CO,  WY,  AZ,  NM,  and  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Portland,  OR.) 

MC  117568  (Sub-23F),  filed  November 

20, 1979.  Applicant:  WADE  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  Box  156,  Verona,  MO 
65769.  Representative:  Charles  B.  Fain, 
333  Madison  Street,  Jefferson  City,  MO 
65101.  Transporting  (1)  agricultural  feed 
products  and  food  and  drug  additives 
and  (2)  materials  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  commodities 
described  in  (1)  above  between  the 
facilities  of  Dawe’s  Laboratories,  Inc., 
and  Dawe’s  Laboratories,  Ltd.,  at  (a) 
Chicago  Heights,  IL,  (b)  West 
Alexandria,  OH,  (c)  Atlanta,  GA,  (d) 
Republic,  MO,  and  (e)  Cypress,  CA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI) 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Dawe’s  Laboratories,  Inc.,  and  Dawe’s 
Laboratories,  Ltd.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago 
Heights,  IL.) 

MC  119789  (Sub-648F),  filed  November 

19. 1979.  Applicant:  CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED  CARGO,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  226188,  Dallas,  TX  75266. 
Representative:  James  K.  Newbold,  Jr., 
P.O.  Box  226188,  Dallas,  TX  75266. 
Transporting  meats,  meat  products, 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
describe  in  Section  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (Except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk)  fi'om  the  facilities 
of  Armour  Fresh  Meat  Company  at  or 
near  Madison,  NE,  Sioux  City,  LA,  and 
Omaha,  NE,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  LA,  MS,  TN,  KY,  IN 
and  MI,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  named  origins  and  destined  to  named 
destination  States.  (Hearing  site: 

Phoenix,  AZ.) 

MC  124489  (Sub-12F),  filed  November 

9. 1979.  Applicant:  NIELSEN  BROS, 
CARTAGE  CO.,  INC.,  4619  West  Homer 
Street,  Chicago,  IL  60639. 

Representative:  Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39 
South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
Contract  carrier  transporting  (1)  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of 
electronic  equipment,  electronic 
instruments,  calculators,  radios,  and 
television  sets,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above  (except 
commodities  in  bulk);  between  Chicago, 
IL,'  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
the  facilities  of  Heath  Co.  at  or  near  St. 
Joseph,  MI,  under  a  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Zenith  Radio 
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Corporation,  of  Chicago,  IL.  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  124839  (Sub-49F),  filed  November 

16, 1979.  Applicant:  BUILDERS 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2726, 
Savannah,  GA  31402.  Representative: 
William  P.  Sullivan,  1320  Fenwrick  Lane, 
Suite  500,  Silver  Spring,  MD  20910. 
Contract  carrier  transporting  general 
commodities,  (except  articles  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  between  those  points  in  the 

U. S.  in  and  east  of  MN,  lA,  NE,  KS,  OK 
and  TX,  imder  a  continuing  contract(s) 
with  GAP  Corporation,  of  Wayne,  NJ. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
MC  125368  (Sub-73F),  filed  July  6, 

1979.  Applicant:  CONTINENTAL 
COAST  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  26,  Holly  Ridge,  NC  26445. 
Representative:  Roland  Lowell,  Sixth 
Floor,  United  American  Bank  Bldg., 
Nashville,  TN  37219.  Transporting 
foodstuffs  between  the  facilities  of 
Campbell  Soup  Company,  at  or  near 
Maxton  (Robeson  County),  NC,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 

AL,  DE,  FL,  GA,  IL,  MD,  NJ,  NC,  OH,  PA, 
SC,  TN,  TX,  VA,  and  DC. 

MC  125368  (Sub-98F),  filed  November 

13, 1979.  Applicant:  CONTINENTAL 
COAST  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  26,  Holly  Ridge,  NC  28445. 
Representative:  Roland  Lowell,  United 
American  Bank  Bldg.,  Nashville,  TN 
37219.  Transporting  meats,  meat 
products  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  meat  products,  between 
the  facilities  of  Frederick  &  Herrud  in  MI 
and  NC,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  125708  (Sub-184F),  filed  November 

13, 1979.  Applicant:  THUNDERBIRD 
MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  425  W. 
152nd  Street,  East  Chicago,  IN  46312. 
Representative:  Anthony  C.  Vance,  1307 
Dolley  Madison  Blvd.,  McLean,  VA 
22101.  Transporting  (1)  snow  removal 
equipment  and  fabricated  steel 
products,  fi'om  Waverly,  lA,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
and  (2)  materials,  supplies  and 
equipment  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  in  the 
reverse  direction. 

MC  126118  (Sub-167F),  filed  July  19, 
1979.  Applicant:  CRETE  CARRIER 
CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  81228, 

Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Representative: 

David  R.  Parker  (same  address  as 


applicant).  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
which  are  at  the  time  moving  on  bills  of 
lading  of  freight  forwarders,  (1)  from 
those  points  in  the  United  States  in  and 
east  of  MN,  LA,  MO,  AR,  and  LA,  to 
those  points  in  the  United  States  in  and 
west  of  MT,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK,  and  NM 
(except  AK  and  HI),  and  (2)  from  points 
in  CA,  OR,  and  WA,  to  those  points  in  • 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  MN,  LA, 
NE,  CO,  KS,  AR,  and  LA.  (Hearing  site: 
Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
MC  126709  (Sub-14F).  filed  July  9, 

1979.  Applicant:  SABER,  INC.,  514  South 
Floyd  Blvd.,  Sioux  City,  lA  51101. 
Representative:  Edward  A.  O’Donnell, 
1004-29th  Street,  Sioux  City,  lA  51104. 
Transporting  tallow,  in  bulk,  from  the 
facilities  of  Iowa  Beef  Processors,  Inc., 
at  or  near  (a)  Dakota  City  and  West 
Points,  NE,  (b)  Denison  and  Ft.  Dodge, 
LA,  and  (c)  Luveme,  MN,  to  points  in  IL, 
IN,  LA,  MO,  and  WI,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  the  named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
indicated  destinations  (except  traffic 
moving  in  foreign  commerce).  (Hearing 
site:  Omaha,  NE  or  Sioux  City,  LA.) 

MC  127739  (Sub-7F),  filed  November  6, 
1979.  Applicant:  BOYCE  BRUCE 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  517  North  Metts 
St.,  Louisville,  MS  39339.  Representative: 
Harold  D.  Miller,  Jr.,  17th  Floor,  Deposit 
Guaranty  Plaza,  P.O.  Box  22567, 

Jackson,  MS  39205.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  lumber,  fi'om  the  facilities 
of  TMA  Forest  Products,  Division  of 
Tennessee  River  Fhilp  &  Paper  Company, 
at  or  near  Ackerman,  MS  to  points  in 
AL,  AR,  GA,  IL,  IN,  lA,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MI, 
NE,  OH,  TX,  WI,  OK,  MO,  TN,  WV,  and 
VA,  under  a  continuing  contract(s)  with 
TMA  Forest  Products,  Division  of 
Tennessee  River  Pulp  &  Paper  Company 
of  Jasper,  AL.  (Hearing  site:  Jackson, 

MS.) 

MC  129459  (Sub-17F),  filed  November 

20. 1979.  Applicant:  KEARNEY’S 
TRUCKING  SERVICE,  INC.,  U.S. 
Alternate  Route  611,  P.O.  Box  264, 
Portland,  PA  18351.  Representative: 
Joseph  F.  Hoary,  121  South  Main  Street, 
Taylor,  PA  18517.  Contract  carrier 
transporing  spaghetti  and  macaroni  from 
Jersey  City,  NJ  to  points  ui  OH  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  C.  F.  Mueller 
Company,  of  Jersey  City,  NJ. 

MC  129759  (Sub-34F),  filed  November 

6. 1979.  Applicant:  TRIANGLE 
TRUCKING  CO,  a  corporation.  Post 
Office  Box  490,  McKees  Rocks,  PA. 
Representative:  A.  Charles  Tell,  100  East 


Broad  Street,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 
Transporting:  (1)  tubing,  fi'om  the 
facilities  of  Trent  Tube,  Division  of  Colt 
Industries  at  East  Troy,  WI  to  those 
points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  MN,  LA, 
MO,  AR,  and  LA,  and  (2)  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  tubing,  in  the  reverse 
direction,  imder  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Trent  Tube,  Division /)f  Colt 
Industries,  of  East  Troy,  MI.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  133478  (Sub-21F),  filed  November 

26. 1979.  Applicant:  DG  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  8565  SW  Beaverton-Hillsdale 
Highway,  P.O.  Box  25448,  Portland,  OR 
97225.  Representative:  Peter  H.  Glade, 
555  Benjamin  Franklin  Plaza,  One 
Southwest  Columbia,  Portland,  OR 
97258.  Transporting  prefinished  paneling 
and  wood  and  plywood  materials  from 
the  facilities  of  Vanply,  Inc.  at  or  near 
Vancouver,  WA,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  under  a 
continuing  contact(s)  with  Vanply,  Inc. 
of  Vancouver,  WA.  (Hearing  site: 
Portland,  OR  or  Seattle,  WA.) 

MC  134599  (Sub-177F),  filed  November 

2. 1979.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
CONTRACT  CARRIER 
CORPORATION,  2156  West  2200  South, 
P.O.  Box  30303,  Salt  Uke  City,  UT 
84125.  Representative:  Richard  A. 
Peterson,  521  South  14th  Street,  P.O.  Box 
81849,  Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Transporting 
carpet  cushion,  fi'om  Nashville,  TN  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK, 
HI,  and  TN),  imder  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Daco  Corporation  of 
Dayton,  OH.  NOTE:  Dual  operations 
may  be  involved.  (Hearing  site:  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT  or  Lincoln,  NE.) 

MC  135069  (Sub-4F),  filed  November  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  ROCKAWAY 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Route  46,  Rockaway, 
NJ  07866.  Representative:  Dixie  C. 
Newhouse,  1329  Pennsylvania  Avenue, 
Post  Office  Box  1417,  Hagerstown,  MD 
21740.  Transporting:  (1)  new  containers 
and  cylinders  fi'om  Columbus,  OH  and 
Plano,  TX  to  Wichita,  KS.  (2) 
Trichloromonofluoromethane, 
dichlorodifluoromethane  and 
monochlorodifluoromethane  gases,  in 
containers,  between  Wichita,  KS  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  points  in  CT, 
DE,  ME,  MD,  MA,  NH,  NJ,  OH,  PA,  RI, 
VA,  VT,  WV  and  DC,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Racon,  Inc.,  of  Wichita, 
KS.  (Hearing  site:  Wichita,  KS.) 

MC  135539  (Sub-19F),  filed  November 

23. 1979.  Applicant:  FARM  SERVICE  & 
SUPPLIES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  154,  Marengo, 
IL  60152.  Representative:  Robert  J.  GiU, 
First  Commercial  Bank  Bldg.,  410  Cortez 
Road’West,  Suite  406,  Bradenton,  FL 
33507.  Transporting:  (1)  vibratory 
process  equipment  and  parts,  and 
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equipment,  materials,  accessories  and 
supplies  (except  commodities  in  bulk) 
used  in  the  manufacture,  operation  and 
distribution  of  vibratory  equipment 
between  the  facilities  of  General 
Kinematics  Corporation  at  or  near 
Barrington  and  Crystal  Lake,  IL  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  (2) 
refrigeration  blower  units  and  parts, 
and  equipment,  materials,  accessories 
and  supplies  (except  commodities  in 
bulk)  used  in  the  manufacture,  operation 
or  distribution  of  refrigeration  blower 
units  between  the  facilities  of  Krack 
Corporation  at  or  near  Addison,  IL  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  and  (3) 
parts  and  equipment,  materials, 
accessories  and  supplies  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  used  in  the 
manufactme  and  operation  of  railroad 
cars  between  the  facilities  of  Evans 
Products  Company  at  or  near 
Woodstock  and  Chicago,  IL  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  under 
continuing  contract(s)  in  (1)  above  with 
General  Kinematics  Corporation,  of 
Barrington,  IL,  (2)  above  with  Krack 
Corporation,  of  Addison,  IL,  and  (3) 
above  with  Evans  Products  Company,  of 
Chicago,  IL. 

MC  135598  (Sub-25F),  filed  June  22, 
1979,  previously  noticed  in  F^eral 
Register  issue  of  January  24, 1980. 
Applicant:  SHARKEY 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O,  BOX 
3156,  Quincy,  IL  62301.  Representative: 
Carl  L.  Steiner,  39  South  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago,  IL  60603.  Transporting  (1)  air 
compressors,  air  compressor  parts, 
power  pumps,  power  pump  parts, 
machine  parts,  internal  combustion 
engines,  and  rough  castings,  from 
Quincy,  IL,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI),  and  (2)  materials 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  air 
compressors,  air  compressor  parts, 
power  pumps,  and  power  pump  parts,  in 
the  reverse  direction.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL.) 

Note. — ^This  republication  broadens  the 
territory  description.  Dual  operations  may  be 
involved. 

MC  135989  (Sub-12F),  filed  November 

19, 1979.  Applicant:  COAST  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  14280  Monte  Vista  Avenue,  Chino, 
CA  91710.  Representative:  William  J. 
Lippman,  Suite  330  Steele  Park,  50  South 
Steele  Street,  Denver,  CO  80209. 
Transporting  frozen  beef  in  boxes  (1) 
from  New  York,  NY;  Philadelphia,  PA; 
and  Wilmington,  DE,  to  points  in  PA, 

OH,  IN,  KY,  IL,  MI,  WI,  MN,  lA,  AR  to 
Kansas  City,  KS  and  St.  Louis,  MO;  and 
(2)  from  Los  Angeles,  CA  to  points  in 
UT,  AZ,  OR,  ID,  NV  and  WA  under 


continuing  contract(s)  with  A.  J. 
Cunningham  Packing  Corp.  of  Quincy, 
MA.  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MQ  136168  (Sub-41F),  filed  November 

19. 1979.  Applicant:  WILSON 
CERTIFIED  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
3326,  Des  Moines,  LA  50316. 
Representative:  Donald  L.  Stem,  Suite 
610,  7171  Mercy  Road,  Omaha,  NE 
68106.  Transporting  meats,  meat 
products,  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat-packing  houses,  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  Report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  (1)  from  the 
facilities  of  Wilson  Foods  Corporation, 
at  Logansport,  IN  to  points  in  AL,  FL, 
GA,  KY,  LA,  MS,  NC,  SC,  and  TN;  and 
(2)  from  the  facilities  of  Fischer  Packing 
Company,  a  subsidiary  of  Wilson  Foods 
Corporation  at  Louisville,  KY,  to  points 
in  OK  and  TX,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Wilson  Foods 
Corporation  and  Fischer  Packing 
Company,  of  Oklahoma  City,  OK,  and 
Louisville,  KY,  respectively. 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  136408  (Sub-46F),  filed  November 

6. 1979.  Applicant:  CARGO,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  206,  U.S.  Hwy  20,  Sioux  City,  lA 
51102.  Representative:  David  L.  King, 
P.O.  Box  206,  U.S.  Hwy  20,  Sioux  City, 
lA  51102.  Transporting  cleaning, 
polishing,  and  defoaming  soaps  and 
compounds,  oils,  paints  rust  and  paint 
removing  compounds,  and  disinfectant 
and  water  treating  compounds  (except 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  between 
points  in  CA,  MI,  NJ  and  TX,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI),  imder 
continuing  or  contract(s)  with  Oakite 
Products,  Inc.,  Berkeley  Heights,  NJ. 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  136989  (Sub-12F),  filed  November 

27. 1979.  Applicant:  R.  F.  BOX,  INC., 

1110  South  Reservoir  Street,  Pomona, 

CA  91766.  Representative:  Paul  M. 
Daniell,  P.O.  Box  56387,  Atlanta,  GA 
30343.  Transporting  (1)  Synthetic  fiber 
yam  from  Bermuda  Hundred,  VA  to 
points  in  NV  and  TX,  (2)  plastic  (except 
in  bulk)  from  Bermuda  Hundred,  VA  to 
points  in  CA,  NV  and  TX,  and  (3)  plastic 
film  from  Pottsville,  PA  to  points  in  MN 
under  a  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Allied  Chemical  Corporation,  of  New 
York,  NY.  (Hearing  site:  New  York,  NY 
of  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  138328  (Sub-105F),  filed  November 

19. 1979.  Applicant:  CLARENCE  L. 
WERNER  d.b.a.  Wemer  Enterprises,  I- 
80  and  Highway  50,  P.O.  Box  37308, 
Omaha,  NE  68137.  Representative: 

James  F.  Crosby  (same  as  applicant). 
Transporting:  iron  and  steel  articles. 


from  the  facilities  of  Nucor  Corporation 
at  or  near  Norfolk,  NE  to  points  in  WA, 
OR,  NV,  CA,  ID,  UT,  AZ,  MT,  WY,  CO, 
NM,  ND,  SD,  KS,  OK,  TX,  MN,  lA,  MO, 
AR,  WI,  IL,  IN,  MI,  OH  and  KY.  (Hearing 
site:  Omha,  NE.) 

MC  138658  (Sub-6F),  filed  November 

28. 1979.  Applicant:  CROSS 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  100  Factory 
St.,  Lewis,  KS  67552.  Representative: 
Clyde  N.  Christey,  Ks  Credit  Union 
Bldg.,  1010  Tyler,  Suite  llOL,  Topeka,  KS 
66612.  Transporting  (a)(1)  hydraulic 
cylinders,  fittings,  adapters,  valves, 
pumps  and  motors  and  hydraulic 
coupling  equipment;  and  (2)  parts  for  the 
commodities  described  in  (a)  above,  and 
(b)  equipmen  t,  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  the  commodities  described  in  (a) 
above,  between  Lewis,  Hays,  Pratt  and 
Kinsley,  KS:  Lamar  and  La  Jimta,  CO 
and  Heidelberg,  MS,  (c)(1)  hydraulic 
cylinders,  fittings,  adapters,  valves, 
pumps  and  motors,  hydraulic  coupling 
equipment  and  (2)  parts  for  those 
commodities  in  (c)(1)  above,  between 
the  facilities  of  Cross  Manufacturing  at 
or  near  Lewis,  Hays,  Pratt  and  Kinsley, 
KS;  Lamar  and  La  Junta,  CO  and 
Heidelberg,  MS  and  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  and  (d), 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  described  in  (c)  above 
in  the  reverse  direction  of  (c)  above, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  in  (a) 
through  (d)  above  with  Cross 
Manufacturing,  Inc.  of  Lewis,  KS,  (e)(1) 
fertilizer  handling  equipment  (except 
farm  implements),  bulk  storage 
equipment  and  trenchers  and  (2)  parts 
for  those  commodities  described  in  (e)(1) 
above,  between  the  facilities  of  R  &  R 
Industries,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Pratt,  KS  and 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI)  and  (f)  equipment,  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
the  commodities  described  in  (e)  above, 
in  the  reverse  direction  of  (e)  above, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  in  (e)  and 
(f)  above,  with  R  &  R  Industries,  Inc.  of 
Pratt,  KS.  (Hearing  site:  Kansas  City, 
MO.) 

MC  139349  (Sub-21F),  filed  November 

23. 1979.  Applicant:  E  Z  FREIGHT 
LINES,  Gould  &  E.  46th  Streets, 

Bayonne,  NJ  07002,  Representative: 

Rober  B.  Pepper,  168  Woodbridge 
Avenue,  Highland  Park,  NJ  08904. 
Transporting  lighting  fixtures  and 
lamps,  and  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
sale  of  the  commodities  described  in  (1) 
above  (except  in  bulk),  between  Jersey 
City,  Kearny,  Clifton,  North  Bergen,  and 
Secaucus,  NJ,  Fall  River,  MA,  Elgin,  IL. 
and  Hammond,  IN,  on  the  one  hand. 
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and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in  the 
United  States  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Mississippi  River,  and  extending 
along  the  Mississippi  River  to  its 
junction  with  the  western  boundary  of 
Itasca  County,  MN,  then  northward 
along  the  western  boundaries  of  Itasca 
and  Koochiching  Counties,  MN,  to  the 
International  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  (except  AK, 
HI,  LA,  MN  and  TX)  under  a  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Duro-Test  Corp.  and 
Tungsten  Products  Corp.,  of  North 
Bergen,  NJ,  Lightolier,  Inc.,  of  Jersey 
City,  N],  and  Aluminum  Processing 
Corp.,  of  Fall  River,  MA.  (Hearing  site: 
Newark,  NJ.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  139979  (Sub-7F),  filed  November 

13. 1979.  Applicant:  AMERICAN 
COLLOID  CARRIER  CORPORATION, 
P.O.  Box  951,  Scottsbluff,  NE  69361. 
Representative:  James  P.  Beck,  717 17th 
Street,  Suite  2600,  Denver,  CO  80202. 
Transporting:  (l)(a)  Bentonite  clay, 
processed  clay,  foundry  moulding  sand 
treating  compounds,  lignite,  water 
impedence  boards,  salt,  farm  supplies, 
and  construction  materials,  and  (b) 
materials,  supplies,  and  equipment  used 
in  the  manufacturing,  processing,  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (IJ 
above,  (I)  between  points  in  AL,  AK,  CT, 
DE,  FL,  GA,  IN,  KY,  MA,  ME,  MD,  MS, 
NH.  NJ,  NY,  NC,  PA,  RI,  SC,  TN,  VA, 

VT,  WV,  and  DC,  and  (II)  between 
points  set  forth  in  (I)  above  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AR, 

AZ,  CA,  CO,  LA,  ID,  IL,  KS,  LA,  MI.  MN, 
MO.  MT.  NE,  NM.  NV,  ND,  OH,  OK.  OR. 
SD.  TX,  UT.  WA,  WI  and  WY;  and  (2) 
construction  materials,  (a)  between 
points  in  IL,  KS,  OK,  TX,  MO,  AR,  and 
LA,  and  (b)  between  points  in  EL,  KS, 

OK,  TX,  MO,  AR,  and  LA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK,  HI,  IL,  KS, 

OK,  TX,  MO.  AR  and  LA)  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  American 
Colloid  Company  of  Skokie,  IL.  (Hearing 
site:  Denver,  CO,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  140379  (Sub-llF),  filed  November 

28. 1979.  Applicant:  TRANSPORT 
SroVICE,  INC.,  216  Amaral  Street,  P.O. 
Box  4167,  East  Providence,  RI  02914. 
Representative:  Jeffrey  A.  Vogelman, 
Suite  400,  Overlook  Bldg.,  6121  Lincolnia 
Road,  Alexandria,  VA  22312. 
Transporting:  Brass  articles,  bronze 
articles,  and  copper  articles,  fi'om  the 
facilities  of  Bridgeport  Brass  Company 
at  or  near  Bridgeport  and  Seymour,  CT 
to  points  in  IL,  IN,  KY,  MI,  OH,  and  PA 
imder  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Bridgeport  Brass  Company  of 
Indianapolis.  IN.  (Hearing  site: 
Providence,  RI  or  Hartford,  CT.) 


MC  141759  (Sub-16F),  filed  November 

20. 1979.  Applicant:  OHIO  PACIFIC 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  683  East  Broad  Street, 
Coliunbus,  OH  43215.  Representative: 
Harry  F.  Horak,  Suite  115,  5001 
Brentwood  Stair  Road,  Fort  Worth,  TX 
76112.  Transporting  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  manufacturers  of 
glassware,  containers,  closures, 
chinaware  and  earthenware,  plastic 
articles,  and  metal  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilities  of  Anchor  Hocking  Corporation 
in  IL.  IN,  OH,  PA,  WV.  NJ.  and  MD,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  AZ.  AR.  CA,  CO.  ID.  LA.  MT.  NV, 

NM.  OK.  OR,  TX,  UT,  WA  and  WY. 
under  a  continuing  contract  with  Anchor 
Hocking  Corporation  of  Lancaster,  OH. . 
(Hearing  site:  Columbus.  OH  or 
Lancaster,  OH.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  141759  (Sub-17F),  filed  November 

21. 1979.  Applicant:  OHIO  PACIFIC 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  683  East  Broad  Street, 
Columbus,  OH  43215.  Representative: 
Harry  F.  Horak,  Suite  115,  5001 
Brentwood  Stair  Road,  Fort  Worth,  TX 
76112.  Transporting  (1)  chemicals, 
(except  in  bulk)  and  (^  plastic  articles 
(except  chemical  and  in  bulk),  between 
Ottawa,  IL,  and  Parkersburg  and 
Washington,  WV,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  OR.  TX,  and  WA, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Borg- 
Wamer  Chemicals,  of  Parkersburg,  WV. 
(Hearing  site:  Columbus,  OH  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  142328  (Sub-2F),  filed  November  5, 
1979.  Applicant:  THOMAS  PARRAN, 

JR.,  d.b.a.  TOWN  &  COUNTRY 
COACHES,  15903  Pennant  Lane,  Bowie, 
MD  20716.  Representative:  Edward  N. 
Button,  580  Northern  Avenue, 
Hagerstown,  MD  21740.  Transporting; 
passengers  and  baggage,  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers  in  round-trip 
charter  operation,  between  Washington, 
DC  and  Baltimore,  MD,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Anmdel  Arena,  Inc.,  of 
Baltimore,  MD.  (Hearing  site:  Baltimore, 
MD.) 

MC  142508  (Sub-126F),  filed  November 

14. 1979.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  37465, 10810  South  144th  Street, 
Omaha,  NE  68137.  Representative: 

Lanny  N.  Fauss,  Post  Office  Box  37096, 
Omaha,  NE  58137.  Transporting 
charcoal  briquettes,  hickory  chips,  and 
fireplace  logs,  ft'om  the  facilities  of 
Kingsford  Company  at  Dothan,  AL, 
Cotter,  AR,  Elk  Grove  and  Stockton,  CA, 
Burnside,  KY,  Belle  and  Springfield,  MO, 
Fairless  Hills,  PA,  Jacksonville,  TN,  and 
Parson,  WV,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 


site;  Louisville,  KY  or  San  Francisco, 
CA.) 

MC  142508  (Sub-127F),  filed  November 

19. 1979.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
37465,  Omaha,  NE  68137. 

Representative:  Joseph  Winter,  29  South 
LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
Transporting  (1)  frozen  foods,  and  (2) 
commodities  the  transportation  of 
which  is  otherwise  exempt  from 
economic  regulation  under  49  U.S.C. 
10526(a)(6)  when  transported  in  mixed 
loads  with  the  commodities  in  (1)  above. 
fi'om  points  in  CA,  in  and  south  of  Santa 
Barbara,  Kem  and  San  Bernardino 
Coimties,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Los 
Angeles,  CA  or  Omaha,  NE.) 

MC  142808  (Sub-3F),  filed  November 

27. 1979.  Applicant:  SOUTH  BAY 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  1344  W.  Valencia 
Mesa  Drive.  Fullerton,  CA  92633. 
Representative:  Fred  H.  Mackensen, 

9454  Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  400,  Beverly 
Hills,  CA  90212.  Transporting  lumber 
and  lumber  mill  products,  from  the 
facilities  of  Sim  Studs,  Inc.,  near 
"Roseburg,  OR,  to  points  in  CA,  NY,  AZ, 
ID,  UT,  and  WA,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Sun  Studs,  Inc.,  of 
Roseburg,  OR.  (Hearing  site:  Rosebury, 
OR,  or  Beverly  Hills,  CA.) 

MC  142888  (Sub-llF),  filed  November 

14. 1979.  Applicant:  COX  TRANSFER. 
INC.,  Box  168,  Eureka,  IL  61530. 
Representative:  Robert  T.  Lawley,  300 
Reisch  Bldg.,  Springfield,  IL  62701. 
Transporting  (a)  glass  containers  fi'om 
the  facility  of  Thatcher  Glass 
Manufacturing  Company  at  Streator,  IL 
to  Cincinnati,  OH  and  (b)  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  packaging  and 
distribution  of  glass  containers  (except 
in  bulk)  from  the  facility  of  Thatcher 
Glass  Manufacturing  Company  at 
Streator,  IL  to  the  facility  of  Thatcher 
Glass  Manufacturing  Company  at 
Lawrenceburg,  IN,  and  (c)  glass 
containers  from  the  facility  of  Thatcher 
Glass  Manufactiuing  Company  at 
Lawrenceburg.  IN  to  the  facility  of 
Thatcher  Glass  Manufacturing  Company 
at  Streator,  IL  and  (d)  glass  containers 
fi'om  the  facility  of  Thatcher  Glass 
Manufacturing  Company  at 
Lawrenceburg,  IN  to  Peoria,  IL  and  St. 
Louis,  MO,  and  (e)  empty  pallets  from, 
to,  or  between  (a),  (b),  (c).  and  (d) 
above.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL:  St. 
Louis,  MO.) 

MC  142888  (Sub-12F).  filed  November 

14, 1979.  Applicant:  COX  TRANSFER, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  168,  Eureka,  IL  61530. 
Representative:  Robert  T.  Lawley,  300 
Reisch  Bldg.,  Springfield,  IL  62701. 
Transporting  glass  containers,  from  ■ 
Lincoln,  IL  to  points  in  IN,  KY,  MI,  MO 
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and  OH,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  the  facilities  of  Pierce  Glass  at 
Lincoln,  IL.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  143099  (Sub-lF),  filed  November 

19. 1979.  Applicant:  JOHN  T.  DODD, 
t.d.b.a.  DODD  TRUCKING  &  LEASING 
CO,,  1374  Lake  Avenue,  Pasadena,  MD 
21122.  Representative:  James  W. 
Patterson,  1200  Western  Savings  Bank 
Building,  Philadelphia,  PA  19107. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  is 
dealt  in  and  used  by  grocery  and  food 
business  houses,  between  points  in  the 
territory  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at 
Cape  Charles,  VA,  and  extending  in  a 
southerly  direction  along  the 
Chesapeake  Bay  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean, 
thence  in  a  northerly  direction  along  the 
Chesapeake  Bay  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean, 
thence  in  a  nordierly  direction  along  the 
Atlantic  Coast  to  the  Delaware  Bay, 
thence  along  the  west  shore  of  the 
Delaware  Bay  and  Delaware  River  to 
Delaware  City,  DE,  thence  in  a 
northwesterly  direction  through  Newark, 
DE,  to  the  point  of  intersection  of  the 
MD-DE-PA  State  lines,  thence  in  a 
westerly  direction  along  the  MD-PA 
State  line  to  the  Susquehanna  River, 
thence  in  a  northwesterly  direction 
along  the  Susquehanna  River  to 
Columbia,  PA,  thence  in  a  easterly 
direction  to  Lancaster,  PA,  thence  in  a 
northwesterly  direction  to  Lebanon,  PA, 
thence  in  a  westerly  direction  to 
Newport,  PA,  thence  in  a  southwesterly 
direction  to  Markleysbimg,  PA,  thence  in 
a  southeasterly  direction  through 
Winchester,  VA  and  Fredericksburg, 

VA,  to  Cape  Charles,  VA,  including 
points  on  the  above-described  boundary 
line  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Acme  Markets,  Inc.,  of  Philadelphia,  PA. 
(Hearing  site:  Philadelphia,  PA.) 

MC  143978  (Sub-6F),  filed  November  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  EMERSON  DEUVERY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  652,  Cedar  Rapids,  LA 
52406.  Representative:  James  M.  Hodge, 
1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines,  lA 
50309. ’Transporting  printed  material 
between  Cedar  Rapids,  lA  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CO,  IL, 
IN,  KS,  MI,  MN,  MO,  NE,  ND.  OH,  SD 
and  WI,  under  continuing  contract(s} 
with  Fisher  Printers,  Inc.,  of  Cedar 
Rapids,  lA.  (Hearing  site:  Cedar  Rapids, 
lA  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  144008  (Sub-3F),  filed  November 

23. 1979.  Applicant:  STORE  TRANSFER 
&  DEUVERY  SERVICES.  INC.,  226  Mill 
Street,  Poughkeepsie,  NY  12601. 
Representative:  Ronald  1.  Shapss,  450 
Seventh  Avenue,  New  York,  10001. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  is 
dealt  in  by  retail  department  stores, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
New.York,  NY  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Flint  and  Lansing,  Ml, 


Evansville  and  Vincennes,  IN,  Paducah, 
KY  and  Huntington,  WV  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Interstate 
Department  Stores,  of  Lakewood,  NJ. 
(Hearing  site:  New  York.) 

MC  144258  (Sub-3F),  filed  November 

14. 1979.  Applicant:  PINEWOOD 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  311, 
Glenwood,  AR  71943.  Representative: 
William  G.  Wright,  P.O.  Drawer  947, 
Arkadelphia,  AR  71923.  Transporting 
wood  dust,  chips,  bark  and  residuals  in 
bulk  from  the  plant  site  of  Georgia- 
Pacific  Corporation  at  Glenwood,  AR  to 
the  plane  sites  of  Weyerhaeuser 
Company  at  Craig  and  Valiant,  OK 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Georgia-Pacific  Corporation,  of  Crossett, 
AR.  (Hearing  site:  Hot  Springs,  AR.) 

MC  144428  (Sub-8F),  filed  November 

28. 1979.  Applicant:  TRUCKADYNE, 
INC.,  Route  16,  Mendon,  MA  01756. 
Representative:  Joseph  A.  Reed  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  (1) 
paints,  coatings,  sealant,  thinning 
compunds,  mats  and  matting,  and  (2) 
materials  used  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
commodities  described  in  (1)  above, 
(except  in  bulk),  between  the  facilities  of 
California  Products  Corp.,  of  Cambridge, 
MA.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  CT,  ME,  NH,  RI,  VT  and 
Albany,  Schnectady  and  Rensselaer 
Counties,  NY,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  California  Products 
Corporation  of  Cambridge,  MA. 

MC  144828  (Sub-5F),  filed  November 
21,4979.  Applicant:  FEPCO  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  3458  Moreland  Avenue,  Conley, 

GA  30027.  Representative:  Archie  B. 
Culbreth,  Suite  202,  2200  Century 
Parkway,  Atlanta,  GA  30345. 
Transporting  foodstuffs  and  pet  foods 
from  the  acilities  of  Nabisco,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  (1)  Woodbury,  GA  to  point  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK.  AZ,  HI,  ID,  MT,  NV. 
NM,  OR  and  SD);  and  (2)(a)  Buffalo.  NY, 
(b)  Denver,  CO,  (c)  Morristown,  IN,  (d) 
Naperville,  IL  and  (e)  Niagara  Falls,  NY 
to  the  facilities  of  Nabisco,  Inc.  in  AL, 
AR.  GA,  FL.  LA,  NC.  SC,  TN,  VA  and 
WV,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Nabisco,  Inc.  of  Hanover,  NJ. 

MC  144888  (Sub-lOF),  filed  June  27, 
1979.  Applicant:  BIL-RIC  TRANSPORT 
SYSTEMS  INC.,  130  Somerset  Street, 
Sommerville,  NJ  08876.  Representative: 
Joel  J.  Nagel,  19  Back  Drive,  Edison,  NJ 
08817.  Transporting  (1)  office  equipment 
and  office  supplies,  and  (2)  materials 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  (a)  from  St. 
Petersburg,  FL,  to  Park  Ridge,  NJ,  and 
Bardstown,  KY,  and  (b)  between  Park 
Ridge,  NJ,  and  Rochester,  NY.  (Hearing 
site:  Newark,  NJ,  or  New  York,  NY.) 

MC  144888  (Sub-17F),  filed  November 

19. 1979.  Applicant:  BIL-RIC 


TRANSPORT  SYSTEMS,  INC.,  92  East 
Main  Street,  Sumerville,  NJ  08876. 
Representative:  Joseph  F.  Hoary,  121 
South  Main  St.,  Taylor,  PA  18517. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
manufactured,  and  distributed  by  retail 
grocery  and  drug  stores  (except 
conunodities  in  bulk  and  foodstuffs) 
from  the  plantsites  of  Beacham  Products 
Company  at  (a)  Rockwood,  MI,  (b) 
Clifton,  NJ,  and  (c)  Morrisville,  PA,  to 
Rockwood,  MI,  Clifton,  NJ,  Morrisville. 
PA,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Denver,  CO, 
Savannah,  GA,  Chicago,  IL,  Kansas  City, 
MO,  Milwaukee,  OR,  Memphis,  TN,  and 
Dallas,  TX,  under  a  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Beacham  Products 
Company,  of  Pittsburgh,  PA.  (Hearing 
site:  New  York,  NY.) 

MC  144989  (Sub-17F),  filed  November 

27. 1979.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
MOUNTAIN  CONTRACT  CARRIER. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1965,  Dalton,  GA  30720. 
Representative:  S.  H.  Rich,  1600 
Cromwell  Ct.,  Charlotte,  NC  28205. 
Transporting  (1)  paper  and  paper 
products,  plastic  and  plastic  products, 

(2)  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  distribution  of  the 
commodities,  described  in  (1)  above 
(except  in  bulk),  between  Florence,  KY, 
Greensburg,  IN,  and  St.  Louis,  MO  and 
points  in  CA.  IL,  lA,  KS,  NM.  MO,  NE 
OR,  TX  and  WA,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Crown  Zellerbach 
Corporation,  of  South  Glens  Falls,  NY. 
(Hearing  site:  Dalton  or  Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  145018  (Sub-lOF),  filed  November 

19. 1979.  Applicant:  NORTHEAST 
DEUVERY.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  127,  Taylor. 
PA  18517.  Representative:  John  W. 
Frame,  Box  626,  2207  Old  Gettysburg 
Road,  Camp  Hill,  PA  17011.  Transporting 

(1)  scrap  felt,  roofing  felt,  and  materials 
used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  roof ing  felt,  between  Erie, 
PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Gloucester,  NJ  and  (2)  felt  base  floor 
covernings,  and  adhesives,  cements, 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  installation  thereof,  between 
Fullerton,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  OH,  IN,  MI,  and  IL. 
Condition:  Applicant  rquest  cancellation 
of  its  corresponding  Contract  Carrier 
Authority  under  MC-135619,  Sub  No.  2. 

MC  145359  (Sub-19F),  filed  November 

13. 1979.  Applicant:  THERMO 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  41587, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46241.  Representative: 
Donald  W.  Smith,  P.O.  Box  40248, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46240.  Transporting:  (1) 
Foil  Containers,  From  Shelbyville,  KY  to 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI). 

(2)  Materials,  equipment  arid  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  foil  containers,  in  the  reverse 
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direction.  (Hearing  site:  Indianapolis. 
IN.) 

MC  145688  (Sub-4F],  Hied  November  5, 
1979.  Applicant:  FARMINGDALE 
TRUCKING  CORPORATION.  22 
Carnegie  Drive,  Smithtown,  NY  11787. 
Representative:  Lester  R.  Gutman,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Building,  Q66  Eleventh 
Street,  NW,  Washington,  DC  20001. 
Transporting  wines  and  liqueurs,  from 
Baltimore,  MD  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  under  a 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Banfi 
Products,  Inc.,  of  Farmingdale,  NY. 

MC  145688  (Sub-5F),  filed  November  6, 
1979.  Applicant:  FARMINGDALE 
TRUCKING  CORPORATION,  22 
Carnegie  Drive,  Smithtown,  NY  11787. 
Representative:  Lester  R.  Gutman,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Building,  666  Eleventh 
Street,  NW,  Washinton,  DC  20001. 
Transporting  wines  and  liqueurs,  (1) 
from  Kansas  City,  KS,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI),  and 
(2)  from  Pleasanton,  CA  to  Kansas  City, 
KS,  and  Farmingdale,  NY,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Banfi 
Products,  Inc.,  of  Farmingdale,  NY.  New 
York,  NY) 

MC  145729  (Sub-3F),  filed  November  6, 
1979.  Applicant:  SYMPLEX  LEASING, 
INC.,  90  East  5th  Street,  Bayonne,  NJ 
07002.  Representative:  Robert  B.  Pepper, 
168  Woodbridge  Avenue,  Highland  Park, 
NJ  08904.  Transporting  (1)  Stereos  and 
I  turntables  fi'om  New  York,  NY  to  points 
in  the  U.S,  (except  AK  and  HI)  and  (2) 

I  wood  products,  from  points  in  the 
I  United  States,  (except  AK  and  HI)  to 
Bayonne,  Elizabeth  and  Jersey  City,  NJ, 

I  under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Sound 
Design  Corporation,  of  Jersey  City,  NJ. 
(Hearing  site:  Newark,  NJ.) 

MC  145848  (Sub-2F),  filed  November  7, 
1979.  Applicant:  CROSLAND 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  3170  Broadway.  Ville 
Brossard,  Quebec,  Canada  J4Z  2P5. 
Representative:  Richard  H.  Streeter, 

1729  H  Street.  NW,  Washington,  DC 
20006.  Transporting  building  materials 
(except  in  bulk)  between  ports  of  entry 
on  the  International  Boundary  Line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada 
in  ME,  NH,  NY,  and  VT  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CT,  DE,  IL, 

IN.  KY,  ME,  MD,  MI,  NH.  NJ,  NY,  NC, 

OH,  PA,  RI,  VT.  VA,  WV,  WI  and  DC, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Domtar  Contruction  Materials  Group  of 
Domtar  Inc.,  of  Montreal,  Quebec, 
Canada.  (Hearing  site:  Boston,  MA,  or 
Buffalo.  NY.) 

MC  145928  (Sub-5F),  filed  November 

19, 1979.  Applicant:  PANTEGO 
DISTRIBUTING  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  176, 
Pantego,  NC  27860.  Representative: 

Peter  A.  Greene,  900  17th  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20006.  Transporting 


lumber  and  lumber  products,  and  iron, 
steel  and  aluminum  articles  between 
Philadelphia,  PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Newport  News,  VA. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  146378  (Sub-3F),  filed  November 

14. 1979.  Applicant:  PAUL  HARPOLE 
TRUCK  SERVICE.  INC.,  22  Wilshire  Ct., 
Belleville,  IL  62223.  Representative: 
James  R.  Madler,  120  W.  Madison  St., 
Chicago,  IL  60602.  Transporting  tires, 
and  machinery,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufactiu'e  of  tires 
between  the  facilities  of  The  General 
Tire  &  Rubber  Company  at  Mt.  Vernon, 
EL,  and  Mayfield,  KY,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CA,  IL,  IN, 
KY,  MI.  MD.  MO,  OH,  PA.  NE.  NJ,  and 
WI.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  146428  (Sub-2F),  filed  November 

13. 1979.  Applicant:  CARDINAL 
EXPRESS  CORPORATION,  1304 
Douglas  Avenue,  Racine,  WI  53402. 
Representative:  Richard  C.  Alexander, 
710  North  Plankinton  Avenue, 
Milwaukee,  WI  53203.  Transporting 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies, 
used  in  the  manufactiu'e  and  distribution 
of  farm  tractors,  and  attachments  and 
parts  for  farm  tractors,  between 
Chicago,  IL,  Davenport,  lA,  Rockford,  IL, 
and  Milwaukee,  WI,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Racine,  WI. 

MC  146788  (Sub-2F),  filed  July  25. 

1979.  Applicant:  NORMAN  JOHNSON 
d.b.a.  JOHNSON  TRUCKING.  913  South 
13th  Place,  Norfolk,  NE  68137. 
Representative:  Lanny  N.  Fauss,  P.O. 

Box  37096,  Omaha,  NE  68137.  To  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  conunerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  metal  pipe 
and  metal  scrap,  between  those  points 
in  the  United  States  in  and  west  of  MI, 
OH,  KY.  TN.  and  AL.  (except  AK  and 
HI),  under  continuing  contracts(s)  with 
Norfolk  Iron  and  Metal  Co.,  of  Norfolk, 
NE.  (Hearing  site:  Norfolk  or  Omaha, 
NE.) 

MC  146789  (Sub-2F).  filed  July  30. 

1979.  Applicant:  NORRIS  ODEY,  d.b.a. 
ODEY  TRANSPORTATION.  104  Monroe 
Avenue,  Norfolk,  NE  68701. 
Representative:  Lanny  N.  Fauss,  P.O. 

Box  37096,  Omaha,  NE  68137.  To  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  metal  pipe 
and  metal  scrap,  between  those  points 
in  the  United  States  in  and  west  of  MI, 
OH,  KY,  TN,  and  AL  (except  AK  and  W) 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Norfolk  Iron  and  Metal  Co.,  of  Norfolk, 
NE.  (Hearing  site:  Norfolk  or  Omaha, 

NE.) 

MC  146898  (Sub-2F),  filed  November  7, 
1979.  Applicant:  MICKS  SERVICE  INC., 
2146  Camanche  Avenue,  Clinton,  LA 


52732.  Representative:  Carl  E.  Mimson, 
469  Fischer  Building,  Dubuque,  Iowa 
52001.  Transporting  malt  beverages, 
fi'om  Peoria,  EL,  Detroit,  MI, 

Minneapolis.  MN,  and  Milwaukee,  WI, 
to  Clinton,  lA,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Hawkeye  Beverage  Inc., 
Clinton,  lA.  (Hearing  site:  Des  Moines, 
lA  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  147379  (Sub-4F),  filed  November  5, 
1979.  Applicant:  GERALD  LEF.  WEBER, 
AN  INDIVIDUAL,  d,b.a.  JERRY  WEBER 
TRUCKING,  P.O.  Box  N,  Akron,  CO 
80720.  Representative:  Nancy  P.  Bigbee, 
1600  Lincoln  Center  Building,  1660 
Lincoln  Street,  Denver,  CO  80264. 
Transporting:  malt  beverages  from  Ft. 
Worth,  TX,  to  Glenwood  Springs,  and 
Wolcott,  CO,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Orrison  Frontier  & 
Distributing,  doing  business  as  Orrison 
Distributing,  Inc.,  of  Glenwood  Springs, 
CO.  (Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO.) 

MC  147478  (Sub-lF),  filed  November 

14. 1979.  Applicant:  STANLEY  R. 
SOWER,  d.b.a.  TEESUN  TRUCK  UNE, 
P.O.  Box  183,  Hayti,  SD  57241. 
Representative:  J.  Maurice  Andren,  1734 
Sheridan  Lake  Road,  Rapid  City,  SD 
57701.  Transporting  fertilizer  from 
Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul,  MN,  Omaha, 
NE,  and  Sioux  City,  LA  to  points  in  ND 
and  SD. 

MC  147989  (Sub-3F),  filed  November 

16. 1979.  Applicant:  J.  I.  M.,  INC.,  3811 
Arden  Drive,  El  Monte,  CA  91731. 
Representative:  John  Ruan  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  iron 
and  steel  articles,  concerete  reinforced 
posts  or  poles  and  concrete  piling  from 
points  in  CA  to  points  in  AZ,  NV,  and 
NM,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Ameron  Steel  &  Wire,  of  Etiwanda,  CA. 
(Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles  or  Riverside, 
CA.) 

MC  148018  (Sub-2F),  filed  November 

23. 1979.  Applicant:  JAMES  S.  BATT, 
d.b.a.  BATT  TRUCKING.  P.O.  Box  921, 
Caldwell,  ID  83605.  Representative: 
David  E.  Wishney,  P.O.  Box  837,  Boise. 

ID  83701.  Transporting  dry  fertilizer,  in 
bulk,  from  Moab,  Garfield  and 
Wendover,  UT  to  points  in  ID,  OR  and 
WA,  under  a  continuing  contract(s)  with 
North  Pacific  Trading  Co.  of  Portland, 

OR.  (Hearing  site:  Boise,  ID;  or  Portland, 
OR.) 

MC  148029  (Sub-2F),  filed  November  1, 
1979.  Applicant:  DORMAN 
TRANSPORT  CORP.,  105  3rd  Street. 
Monroe,  WI  53566.  Representative: 
Steven  K.  Kuhlmaim,  717 17th  Street, 
suite  2600,  Denver,  CO  80202. 
Transporting  cheese,  cookies,  display 
racks,  and  packaging  materials, 
between  those  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  MN,  LA,  AR,  MO, 
and  LA,  under  a  continuing  contract(s) 
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with  N.  Dorman  &  Co.,  Inc.  of  New  York, 
of  Syosset,  NY,  N.  Dorman  &  Co.,  Inc.  of 
Wisconsin,  of  Monroe,  WI,  Neptune 
Custom  Cut  Corp.  of  Neptune,  NJ,  Jeffery 
Cheese  Company  of  Monroe,  WI,  and 
Hickory  Cheese  Company  of  Monroe, 
WI. 

MC  148188  (Sub-6F),  filed  November 

23, 1979.  Applicant:  RITAIL  LEASING 
CORPORATION,  d.b.a.  RETAIL 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  a 
Corporation,  11301  Rockville  Pike, 
Kensington,  MD  20795.  Representative: 
Edward  F.  Schiff,  1333  New  Hampshire 
Ave,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  and  used  by  retail  department 
stores,  (except  commodities,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles]  from  Los  Angeles,  CA  to 
Cincinnati,  Columbus  and  Worthington, 
OH,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Gold  Circle  Stores,  of  Worthington,  OH, 
Shillitos  of  Cincinnati,  OH,  and  The 
Rike-Kumler  Company,  of  Dayton,  OH. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.] 

MC  148188  (Sub-7F],  filed  November 

23. 1979.  Applicant:  RETAIL  LEASING 
CORPORATION,  d.b.a.  RETAIL 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  11301  Rockville  Pike, 
Kensington,  MD  20795.  Representative: 
Edward  F,  Schiff,  1333  New  Hampshire 
Ave.  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  and  used  by  retail  department 
stores,  (except  commodities,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles]  between  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI],  under 
continuing  contract(s]  with  The  Limited 
Stores,  Inc.  of  Columbus,  OH.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC.] 

MC  148448  (Sub-lF],  filed  November 

19. 1979.  Applicant:  DAVIS  &  SON 
MOBILE  HOME  MOVERS,  INC.,  Route 
#1,  Box  160,  Glade  Hill,  VA  24092. 
Representative:  Wilmer  B.  Hill,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Building,  666  Eleventh 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20001. 
Transporting  (1]  trailers  designed  to  be 
drawn  by  passenger  automobiles,  in 
initial  movements,  in  truckaway  service, 
and  (2]  buildings,  in  sections  mounted 
on  wheeled  undercarriages,  from  Rocky 
Mount,  VA,  to  points  in  DE,  GA,  KY, 

MD,  NJ,  NC,  PA,  SC,  TN,  VA,  WV,  and 
DC.  (Hearing  site:  Rocky  Mount  or 
Roanoke,  VA.] 

MC  148449  (Sub-2F],  filed  November 

16. 1979.  Applicant:  DARRELL  G. 
CHAVIS,  20  Contact  Court,  Baltimore, 
MD  21220.  Representative:  James  W. 
Patterson,  1200  Western  Savings  Bank 
Building,  Philadelphia,  PA  19107. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  and  used  by  grocery  and  food 
business  houses,  between  points  in  the 
territory  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at 
Cape  Charles,  VA,  and  extending  in  a 


southerly  direction  along  the 
Chesapeake  Bay  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean, 
thence  in  a  northerly  direction  along  the 
Chesapeake  Bay  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean, 
thence  in  a  northerly  direction  along  the 
Atlantic  Coast  to  the  Delaware  Bay, 
thence  along  the  west  shore  of  the 
Delaware  Bay  and  Delaware  River  to 
Delaware  City,  DE,  thence  in  a 
northwesterly  direction  through  Newark, 
DE,  to  point  of  intersection  of  the  MD- 
DE-PA  State  lines,  thence  in  a  westerly 
direction  along  the  MD-PA  State  line  to 
the  Susquehanna  River,  thence  in  a 
northwesterly  direction  along  the 
Susquehanna  River  to  Columbia,  PA 
thence  in  an  easterly  direction  to 
Lancaster,  PA,  thence  in  a  northwesterly 
direction  to  Lebanon,  PA,  thence  in  a 
westerly  direction  to  Newport,  PA, 
thence  in  a  southwesterly  direction  to 
Markleysburg,  PA,  thence  in  a 
southeasterly  direction  through 
Winchester,  VA  and  Fredericksburg, 

VA,  to  Cape  Charles,  VA,  including 
points  on  the  above-described  boundary 
line  under  continuing  contract(s]  with 
Acme  Markets,  Inc.,  of  Philadelphia,  PA. 
(Hearing  site:  Philadelphia,  PA,] 

MC  148528  (Sub-lF],  filed  November 

29. 1979.  Applicant:  RAUNIKER,  INC,, 

220  Fairway  Drive,  Carl  Junction,  MO 
64834.  Representative:  Clyde  N. 

Christey,  KS  Credit  Union  Bldg.,  1010 
Tyler,  Suite  llOL,  Topeka,  KS  66612. 
Transporting  gasoline,  gasohol,  and 
diesel  fuel,  (1]  from  the  facilities  of 
Farmland  Industries,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Coffeyville,  KS  to  points  in  Barton, 
Christian,  Jasper,  Lawrence,  McDonald, 
Newton,  and  Vernon  Counties,  MO,  and 
points  in  OK  east  of  Interstate  Hwy  35 
and  north  of  U.S.  Interstate  Hwy  40 
(except  Oklahoma  City],  (2]  from  the 
facilities  of  Sun  Oil  Co.  at  or  near  Tulsa, 
OK,  and  from  the  facilities  of  OKC 
Refining,  Inc.  at  or  near  Okmulgee,  OK, 
to  points  in  Barton,  Christian,  Jasper, 
Lawrence,  McDonald,  Newton,  and 
Vernon  Counties,  MO,  and  Cherokee, 
Labette,  Montgomery,  Crawford, 

Bourbon  and  Neosho  Counties,  KS,  and 
(3]  from  pipeline  terminals  at  or  near 
Jasper  and  Mt.  Vernon,  MO  to  points  in 
OK  east  of  U.S.  Interstate  35  and  North 
of  U.S.  Interstate  40  (except  Oklahoma 
City]  and  Cherokee,  Labette, 
Montgomery,  Crawford,  Bourbon  and 
Neosho  Counties,  KS. 

MC  148638  (Sub-lF],  filed  November 

13. 1979.  Applicant:  ELMO  W.  AND 
GARY  D.  CARLSON,  d.b.a.  CARLSON 
LEASING  CO.,  1229  Clarke  Street,  Clay 
Center,  KS  67432.  Representative: 
William  B.  Barker,  641  Harrison  Street, 
P.O.  Box  1979,  Topeka,  KS  66603. 
Transporting  feed  and  feed  ingredients, 
between  points  in  Clay,  Cloud,  and 


Riley  Counties,  KS,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
on  the  other,  points  in  MO,  NE,  LA,  OK, 
TX,  AR,  and  CO.  (Hearing  site:  Kansas 
City,  KS.] 

MC  148649F,  filed  November  13, 1979. 
Applicant:  H  &  W  INC.,  2411  Lafayette 
Parkway,  Opelika,  AL  36801. 
Representative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr., 
3426  N.  Washington  Boulevard,  Post 
Office  Box  1240,  Arlington,  VA  22210. 
Transporting  lumber,  from  the  facilities 
of  Union  Camp  Corporation  at  or  near 
Opelika,  Chapman,  and  Thorsby,  AL,  to 
points  in  GA,  FL,  and  TN,  under 
continuing  contract(s]  with  Union  Gamp 
Corporation  of  Wayne,  NJ.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.] 

Volume  No.  60 

Decided:  Feb.  9, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3,  Members  Parker,  Fortier  and  Hill. 

MC  35807  (Sub-104F],  filed  October  18, 
1979.  Applicant:  WELLS  FARGO 
ARMORED  SERVICE  CORPORATION, 
P.O.  Box  4313,  Atlanta,  GA  30302. 
Representative:  Steven  J.  Thatcher 
(same  address  as  applicant].  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  coin,  currency, 
securities  and  faod  stamps,  between 
Cleveland,  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Brooke,  Hancock, 
Marshall,  Ohio,  Tyler  and  Wetzel 
Counties,  WV,  under  continuing 
contract(s]  with  banks  and  banking 
institutions.  (Hearing  site:  Cleveland, 

OH,  or  Wheeling,  WV.] 

MC  35807  (Sub-105F],  filed  October  15, 
1979.  Applicant:  WELLS  FARGO 
ARMORED  SERVICE  CORPORATION, 
P.O.  Box  4313,  Atlanta,  GA  30302. 
Representative:  Steven  J.  Thatcher 
(same  address  as  applicant].  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  Cantract  carrier,  transporting 
precious  metal  from  De  Lamar,  ID,  to 
San  Francisco,  CA,  under  continuing 
contract(s]  with  Earth  Resources 
Company,  Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Boise.  ID. 
or  Salt  Lake  City,  UT.] 

MC  41116  (Sub-68F],  filed  October  19, 
1979.  Applicant:  FOGLEMAN  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O,  Box  1504,  Crowley,  LA 
70526.  Representative:  Austin  L, 

Hatchell,  801  Vaughn  Bldg.,  Austin,  TX 
78701.  Contract  carrier,  transporting 
paper  and  paper  products,  from  the 
facilities  of  St.  Regis  Paper  Co.,  at  or 
near  Ferguson,  MS,  to  Quincy,  IL,  under 
continuing  contract(s]  with  St.  Regis 
Paper  Co.  (Hearing  site:  Houston  or 
Dallas,  TX.] 

MC  114896  (Sub-82F].  filed  October  12, 
1979.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
SECURITY.  INC.,  255  Old  New’' 
Brunswick  Rd.,  Piscataway,  NJ  08854. 
Representative:  Carl  T.  Kessler  (same 
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address  as  applicant).  Contract  carrier, 
transporting:  jewelry  and  articles  of 
unusual  value,  between  Newark,  NJ,  and 
points  in  Gloucester,  Camden,  Mercer, 
Middlesex,  Monmouth,  Morris,  Ocean, 
Bergen,  Union,  and  Passaic  Counties,  NJ, 
Lehigh,  Montgomery,  Bucks,  and 
Delaware  Counties,  PA,  Rockland 
County,  NY,  and  New  Castle  County, 

DE,  under  continuing  contract(s]  with 
Bamberger’s,  Division  of  R.  H.  Macy 
Corporation,  Inc.,  of  Newark,  NJ. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC 115667  (Sub-17F),  filed  October  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  ARROW 
TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM.  INC.,  320 
Seymour  Blvd.,  North  Vancouver,  B.C. 
Canada  V7J  2J3.  Representative:  Clyde 
H.  Maciver,  1900  Peoples  National  Bank 
Bldg.,  1415  15th  Ave.,  Seattle,  WA  98171. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  general 
commodities,  in  containers  (except 
classes  A  and  B  explosives  and  empty 
containers),  between  points  in  WA  and 
OR,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  water,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Asia  American  Lines,  of 
Seattle,  WA,  and  ITEL  Container 
Division,  of  Seattle,  WA.  (Hearing  site: 
Seattle,  WA.) 

MC  125126  (Sub-5F),  filed  October  30, 
1979.  Applicant:  CO-TRUX  RENTALS, 
INC.,  R.F.D.  #1,  Honeyman  St., 

Princeton,  NJ  08540.  Representative: 
Eugene  M.  Malkin,  Suite  1832,  2  World 
Trade  Center,  New  York,  NY  10048. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
wholesale,  retail  and  chain  grocery  and 
food  business  houses  (except  frozen 
foods  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
the  facilities  of  the  Clorox  Company  at 
or  near  Frederick,  MD,  to  points  in  PA 
and  WV,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  The  Clorox  Company  of  Oakland, 
CA.  (Hearing  site:  New  York,  NY.) 

MC  126346  (Sub-29F),  filed  October  19, 
1979.  Applicant:  HAUPT  CONTRACT, 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1023, 

Wausau,  WI 54401.  Representative: 
Elaine  M.  Conway.  10  S.  LaSalle  St., 

Suite  1600,  Chicago,  IL  60603.  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  or  utilized  by 
manufacturers  of  ignition  products, 
between  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI),  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  R.E.  Phelon  Company, 
Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL,  or  Boston, 
MA.) 

MC  128246  (Sub-56F),  filed  October  15, 
1979.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST  TRUCK 
SERVICE,  A  corporation,  P.O.  Box  A.D., 
Watsonville,  CA  95076.  Representative: 
William  F.  King,  Suite  400,  Overlook 
Bldg.,  6121  Lincolnia  Road,  Alexandria, 
VA  22312.  Contract  carrier,  transporting 


foodstuffs,  (1)  between  the  facilities  of 
Holsum  Foods  at  or  near  Industrial 
Airport,  KS,  Albert  Lea.  MN,  Albany. 
CA,  and  Navasota,  TX;  and  (2)  from  the 
facilities  of  Holsum  Foods  at  or  near 
Industrial  Airport,  KS,  and  Albert  Lea, 
MN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AZ.  AR.  CO,  IL,  IN.  lA.  KS,  MI. 

MN,  MO,  NE,  NM,  ND,  OH.  OK.  SD.  TX 
and  WI,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Holsum  Foods,  Industrial  Airport, 
KS.  (Hearing  site:  Kansas  City,  MO/KS, 
or  Washington,  D.C.) 

MC  135007  (Sub-78F).  filed  October  15, 
1979,  Applicant:  AMEWCAN 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  7850  “F*  St.,  ' 
Omaha,  NE  68127.  Representative: 
Arthur  J.  Cerra,  2100  'TenMain  Center, 
P.O.  Box  19251,  Kansas  City,  MO  64141. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  meat, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing 
houses  as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates.  61  M,C,C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  conunodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  Spencer  Foods.  Inc., 
at  or  near  Oakland,  LA  and  Omaha,  NE, 
to  points  in  AL,  CT,  DE,  DC,  FL,  CA,  IL, 
IN,  KS,  ME,  MD.  MO,  NE,  NH,  NJ,  NY, 
NC,  OH,  PA,  RI.  SC.  TN.  VT.  VA,  WV 
and  WI,  imder  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Spencer  Foods,  Inc.,  of  Schuyler, 

NE.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE.) 

MC  135007  (Sub-79F),  filed  October  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  AMERICAN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  7850  “F’  St., 

Omaha,  NE  68127.  Representative: 

Arthur  J.  Cerra.  2100  TenMain  Center, 
P.O.  Box  19251,  Kansas  City,  MO  64141. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  meats, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing 
housee  as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  Royal  Packing 
Company  at  or  near  National 
Stockyards,  IL  and  St.  Louis,  MO,  to 
points  in  CT,  DE,  DC,  ME,  MD,  MA,  NH, 
NJ,  NY.  PA.  RI.  VT,  VA  and  WV,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Royal 
Packing  Company,  of  National 
Stockyards,  IL.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha, 
NE.) 

MC  138157  (Sub-196F),  filed  October 
23, 1979.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT  RENTAL,  INC.,  d.b.a. 
SOUTHWEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  P.O. 
Box  9596,  Chattanooga,  TN  37412. 
Represehtative:  Partick  E.  Quinn  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  such 
merchandise  as  is  sold  and  distributed 
by  retail  drug  stores  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  Atlanta, 


CA,  Bedford  Park  and  Chicago,  IL, 
Dallas,  TX,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  Portland, 
OR,  and  Denver,  CO.  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CA,  IL,  MI, 
MO.  NM,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  OH.  PA  and  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  139206  (Sub-63F).  filed  October  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  F.M.S. 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  2564  Harley 
Dr.,  Maryland  Heights,  MO  63043. 
Representative:  R.  C.  Mitchell  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  (1)  air  conditioners, 
washers,  dryers,  air  cleaners, 
humidifying  and  heating  equipment,  and 
(2)  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture,  distribution 
and  repair  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  the  facilities  of  Fedders 
Corporation,  at  or  near  Effingham,  IL,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
imder  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Fedders  Corp.,  of  Edison,  NJ.  (Hearing 
site:  St.  Louis  or  Jefferson  City,  MO.) 

MC  139206  (Sub-65F).  filed  October  31, 
1979.  Applicant:  F.M.S. 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  2564  Harley 
Dr.,  Maryland  Heights,  MO  63043. 
Representative:  R.  C.  Mitchell  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  (1)  metal  hose  and  conduit, 
metal  rods,  bars,  sheet  and  coils,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  conunodities  in  (1)  above,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  (a)  between  the 
facilities  of  the  Anaconda  Brass  Div.  of 
Anaconda  Industries,  at  or  near 
Mattoon,  IL.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Charlotte,  NC,  Cleveland,  OH, 
Atlanta,  CA,  and  Waterbury,  CT,  and 
(b)  from  Ansonia,  CT,  to  Nacogdoches, 
TX,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Anaconda  Brass  Div.  of  Anaconda 
Industries.  (Hearing  site:  St.  Louis,  or 
Jefferson  City,  MO.) 

MC  141046  (Sub-14F).  filed  October  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  MASON  O.  MITCHELL 
d.b.a.  M.  MITCHELL  TRUCKING.  1911 
“I”  St.,  LaPorte,  IN  46350. 

Representative:  Norman  R.  Garvin,  1301 
Merchants  Plaza,  Indianapolis,  IN  46204. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  paper  and 
paper  products,  fi'om  the  facilities  of 
International  Paper  Company,  at  points 
in  Androscoggin  County,  ME,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
imder  continuing  contract(s)  with 
International  Paper  Company,  of  New 
York,  NY.  (Hearing  site:  Indianapolis, 

IN,  or  Chicago,  IL) 

MC  141436  filed  October  25, 1979. 
Applicant:  HARKER’S 
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TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1308,  LeMars,  LA  51031.  Representative: 
Bradford  E.  Kistler,  P.O.  Box  82028, 
Lincoln,  NE  68501.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  Contract 
Carrier,  transporting  (1)  frozen  foods,  (a) 
from  the  facilities  of  Marker’s  Wholesale 
Meat,  Inc.,  at  Orange  City,  lA,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
and  (b)  from  the  facilities  of  Marker's 
Wholesale  Meat,  Inc.,  at  LeMars,  lA,  to 
points  in  AL,  AZ,  CA,  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA, 
LA,  ME,  MD,  MA,  MS,  NV,  NH,  NJ,  NY, 
NC,  OR,  PA,  RI,  SC,  VT,  VA,  WA,  WV, 
and  DC:  and  (2)  frozen  foods,  and 
materials,  supplies  and  equipment 
utilized  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  frozen  foods  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  points  in  the 
destination  States  named  in  (l)(b) 
above,  to  the  facilities  of  Marker’s 
Wholesale  Meat,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Sioux 
City,  Marshalltown,  Orange  City  and 
LeMars,  lA,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Marker’s  Wholesale  Meat,  Inc.,  of 
LeMars,  lA.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE.) 

MC  143586  (Sub-5F),  filed  October  15, 
1979.  Applicant:  RANGEN 
TRANSPORTA'nON,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
706,  Buhl,  ID  83316.  Representative: 

Bruce  W.  Shand,  430  Judge  Bldg.,  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT  84111.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  animal  and  fish  feed, 
animal  and  fish  feed  ingredients, 
fertilizer  and  fertilizer  ingredients, 
chemicals,  seeds  and  hatchery  supplies, 
between  AZ.  CA.  CO,  ID,  MT.  NM,  NV, 
OR.  UT.  WA,  and  WY,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Rangen,  Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Boise,  ID.) 

MC  143987  (Sub-IF),  filed  October  15, 
1979.  Applicant:  M.  KORSON  &  CO.. 

INC.,  91  Washington  St.,  Somerville,  MA 
02145.  Representative:  James  E. 

Mahoney,  148  State  St.,  Boston,  MA 
02109,  Contract  carrier,  transporting  (1) 
sugar,  liquid  and  invert  sugar  products, 
corn  syrup,  vegetable  oils,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  between 
points  in  ME.  NH.  VT,  MA,  RI,  CT,  NY, 
NJ,  PA,  and  OH,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  A.  E,  Staley 
Manufacturing  Company,  Cargill  &  Co., 
Inc.,  and  Revere  Sugar  Corporation. 
(Hearing  site:  Boston,  MA,  or 
Providence,  RI.) 

MC  144496  (Sub-3F),  filed  October  30. 
1979.  Applicant:  ECKS  TRUCKING, 

INC.,  659  Pleasant  St.,  Norwood,  MA 
02062.  Representative:  James  F.  Martin, 

Jr.,  8  W.  Morse  Rd.,  Bellingham,  MA 
02019.  Contract  carrier,  transporting  (1) 
plastic  articles,  envelopes,  and 
packaging  machinery,  from  Hyannis, 

MA,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK,  HI,  and  MA);  and  (2) 


materials,  equipment,  and  supplies, 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  in  the  reverse 
direction,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Sentinel  Foam  Products,  Inc.,  and 
Packaging  Industries,  Inc.,  both  of 
Hyannis,  MA.  (Hearing  site:  Boston, 
MA.) 

MC  144497  (Sub-4F),  filed  October  29, 
1979.  Applicant:  JOHN  DAVID 
WEBSTER  d.b.a.  CENTRAL  DISPATCH 
DISTRIBUTION,  1394  East  9th,  Pomona, 
CA  91766.  Representative:  William  J. 
Monheim,  P.O.  Box  1756,  Whittier,  CA 
90609.  Contract  carrier,  transporting 
plastic  sheeting,  from  Detroit,  MI,  to 
points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  MT,  NV,  NM, 
OR,  UT,  WA,  WY,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Staff  Industries,  Inc.,  of 
Detroit,  MI.  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles, 
CA.) 

MC  144747  (Sub-8F),  filed  October  30, 
1979.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
EQUIPMENT  CO..  INC.,  22821  N.  81st 
Ave„  Peoria,  AZ  85345.  Representative: 
Phil  B.  Hammond,  3003  N.  Central,  Suite 
1705,  Phoenix,  AZ  85012.  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  mineral  spring 
water  (except  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
of  Poland  Spring  Corp.  at  Poland  Spring, 
ME,  to  Chicago,  IL,  Detroit,  MI, 
Jacksonville  and  Miami,  FL,  Dallas  and 
Houston,  TX,  Las  Vegas,  NV,  Los 
Angeles  and  San  Francisco,  CA, 

Portland,  OR,  Seattle,  WA,  Denver,  CO, 
Milwaukee,  WI,  St.  Louis,  MO,  and 
Atlanta,  GA,  under  a  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Poland  Spring  Corp. 
(Hearing  site:  Las  Vegas,  NV,  or 
Phoenix,  AZ.) 

MC  145106  (Sub-13F),  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  EDINA  CARTAGE  CO., 
(a  Missouri  corporation)  Front  St.,  P.O. 
Box  42,  Mauricetown,  NJ  08329. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  St. 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20001.  Contract 
carrier,  transporting  (1)  glass  products, 
metal  products,  plastic  products,  clay 
and  clay  products,  feldspar,  and  talc 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  (2)  molds 
and  machinery  used  in  the  manufactme 
of  glass  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  (3)  bottle  coating  systems  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  (4)  parts  and 
accessories  for  the  commodities  in  (2) 
and  (3)  above,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk);  and  (5)  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (1), 

(2),  (3),  and  (4),  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  between  the  facilities  of  Decora, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Montgomery  City,  MO, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI),  under  continuing  contract(s) 


with  Decora,  InCToi^Montgomery  City, 
MO.  (Hearing  site:  Wadiington,  DC.) 

MC  145466  (Sub-5F).  filed  October  15. 
1979.  Applicant:  BEl^YL  WJLLITS,  1145- 
33  Ave.,  Greeley,  CO  80631. 
Representative:  Richard  S.  Mandelson, 
Suite  1600  Lincoln  Center,  1660  Lincoln 
St.,  Denver,  CO  80264.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting,  Water  beds  and  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  for  the 
installation  of  water  beds,  from  Los 
Angeles.  Orange,  San  Bemadino, 
Riverside,  San  Diego  Counties,  CA,  and 
Mohave.  Maricopa  Coimties,  AZ,  to 
points  in  Weld  and  Denver  Counties, 
CO,  and  Salt  Lake  County,  UT.  (Hearing 
site:  Denver  CO.) 

MC  146656  (Sub-9F),  filed  October  29, 
1979.  Applicant:  KEY  WAY 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  820  S.  Oldham  St., 
Baltimore,  MD  21224.  Representative: 
Gerald  K.  Gimmel,  Suite  145,  4 
Professional  Dr.,  Gaithersburg,  MD 
20760.  Contract  carrier,  transporting, 
plastic  bottles,  containers  and  closures, 
ethylene  oxide,  and  laxative 
preparations,  between  Easton,  Elkridge, 
and  Seat  Pleasant,  MD,  on  the  one  hand, 
■and,  on  the  other,  points  in  MA,  CT,  RI, 
NJ,  MD,  DE,  and  VA,  and  Nashua,  NH, 
the  DC,  those  points  in  tha.t  part  of  PA 
on  and  east  of  Interstate  Hwy  81  and  on 
and  south  of  Interstate  Hwy  84,  and 
those  points  in  NY  on  and  south  of 
Interstate  Hwy  84,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Burton,  Parsons  and 
Company,  Inc.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  146836  (Sub-2F),  filed  October  22, 
1979.  Applicant:  DE  BETTA  &  SONS 
TRUCIGNG  INC.,  115  Shinbone  Lane, 
Commack,  NY  11725.  Representative: 
Richard  De  Betta  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Contract  carrier, 
transporting,  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  imusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  New  York, 
NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Atlanta,  GA,  Baltimore,  MD,  Hardford, 
CT,  Boston,  MA,  Charlotte  and 
Greensboro,  NC,  Cleveland  and  Dayton, 
OH,  Detroit,  MI,  Dulles,  VA,  Greenville 
and  Spartburg,  SC,  Miami,  FL,  and 
Philadelphia  and  Pittsburgh,  PA,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Seaboard 
World  Airlines.  (Hearing  site:  New  York. 
NY,  or  Philadelphia,  PA.) 

MC  147077  (Sub-6F).  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  Q.  T.  TUGGLE  d.b.a. 
CAUFORNIA  WESTERN,  3325  Linden 
Ave.,  Long  Beach,  CA  90807. 
Representative:  Milton  W.  Flack,  4311 
Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  300,  Los  Angeles, 
CA  90010.  Contract  carrier,  transporting, 
(1)  steel  pipe,  and  (2)  fittings,  when 
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transported  in  mixed  loads  with  steel 
pipe,  from  the  facilities  of  M.  E.  Gray 
Co.,  at  Bell  Gardens,  CA,  the  facilities  of 
Plexco,  at  Fontana,  CA,  and  the 
facilities  of  Mobile  Pipe  Coaters,  at 
Durate,  CA,  to  points  in  AZ,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  M.  E.  Gray 
Co.  of  Bell  Gardens.  CA.  (Hearing  site: 
Los  Angeles.  CA) 

MC  147836F,  filed  October  22. 1979. 
Applicant:  ROBERT  B.  ATOR  d.b.a.  BOB 
ATOR  TRUCKING.  Box  292.  Orion.  IL 
61273.  Representative:  Robert  T.  Lawley, 
300  Reisch  Blc^..  Springheld.  IL  62701. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  feed 
ingredients,  from  points  in  LA  to  Alpha. 
ILh  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Alpha.  F.S..  Inc.,  of  Alpha.  IL.  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago.  IL.  or  St.  Louis.  MO.) 

MC  148007  (Sub-IF).  filed  October  9. 
1979.  Applicant:  RAPID  HOLDINGS. 
LTD..  d.b.a.  RAPID  TRANSFER.  Box  518. 
Oliver.  B.C..  Canada  VOH ITO. 
Representative:  William  H.  Grady.  1100 
Norton  Bldg..  Seattle.  WA  98104. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  lumber, 
and  sawmill  supplies  and  machinery, 
from  ports  of  entry  on  the  international 
boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada,  to  those  points  in 
WA  on  and  east  of  WA  Hwy  97.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with 
Weyerhaeuser.  Co.  (Hearing  site:  Seattle 
or  Spokane.  WA.) 

MC  148197  (Sub-2F).  filed  October  17. 
1979.  Applicant:  GOLD  LABEL  FEEDS. 
Division  of  GOLDBERG  FEED  &  GRAIN 
CO.,  a  corporation.  Box  427.  West  Fargo. 
ND  58078.  Representative:  Kip  B.  H. 
Erickson.  502  First  National  Bank  Bldg.. 
Fargo.  ND  58126.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  (1)  liquid  animal  feed,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Bismarck 
and  Fargo.  ND.  to  points  in  SD.  MN  and 
MT;  and  (2)  liquid  animal  feed 
ingredients,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  in 
the  reverse  direction.  (Hearing  site: 

Fargo.  ND.  or  St.  Paul.  MN.) 

MC  148316  (Sub-2F).  filed  October  9. 
1979.  Applicant:  MID-WEST  POOL  CAR 
SHIPPING  ASSOCIATION.  INC..  1911 
19th  St..  P.O.  Box  5686.  Terminal  Annex. 
Denver.  CO  80217.  Representative: 

Arthur  J.  Cerra.  2100  TenMain  Center. 
P.O.  Box  19251.  Kansas  City.  MO  64141. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  sold  by 
retail  department  and  discount  stores, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  of  Mid-West  Pool  Car  Shipping 
Association.  Inc.  at  or  near  Denver.  CO. 
to  points  in  CO.  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Mid-West  Pool  Car 
Shipping  Association.  Inc.,  of  Denver. 

CO.  (Hearing  site:  Denver.  CO.  or 
Kansas  City.  CO.) 

MC  148527F.  filed  October  9, 1979. 
Applicant:  H.  BRUCE  BAGLEY  and  C.  E. 


BAGLEY,  a  partnership,  d.b.a.  BAGLEY 
&  SON,  Route  6  Box  485-A,  Anderson, 

IN  46011.  Representative:  Donald  W. 
Smith,  P.O.  Box  40248,  Indianapolis,  IN 
46240.  Contract  carrier  transporting 
batteries  and  battery  parts,  and 
materials  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
batteries,  (1)  between  the  facilities  of 
Prime  Batteries,  Inc.,  at  Anderson,  IN,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  KY,  OH.  TN,  WI,  IL,  CA,  MS,  AL.  SC, 
TX,  and  NC,  and  (2)  between  the 
facilities  of  Western  Kentucky  Batteries, 
Inc.,  at  Benton,  KY,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  OH,  TN,  IN, 
CA,  MS.  AL,  SC,  TX,  and  NC,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  in  (1)  above  with 
Prime  Batteries,  Inc.,  and  in  (2)  above 
with  Western  Kentucky  Batteries,  Inc. 
(Hearing  site:  Indianapolis,  IN.) 

MC  148556F,  filed  October  9, 1979. 
Applicant:  KEEBLER  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  1  Hollow  Tree  Lane, 
Elmhurst,  IL  60126.  Representative: 
Theodore  Polydoroff,  Suite  301, 1307 
Dolley  Madison  Blvd.,  McLean,  VA 
22101.  Contract  carrier,  transporting 
foodstuffs  (except  frozen  and  in  bulk) 
between  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI),  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Kellogg  Company. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  148557F,  filed  October  12, 1979. 
Applicant:  GEEM  TRANSPORT 
LIMITED,  a  corporation,  7701  West 
Jefferson,  Detroit,  MI  48209. 
Representative:  S.  B.  Lederer  (same 
'  address  as  applicant).  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  parts,  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  production,  distribution 
and  servicing  of  motor  vehicles  and 
transportation  construction  equipment, 
between  ports  of  entry  on  the 
international  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI),  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  General 
Motors  of  Canada,  Ltd.  (Hearing  site: 
Detroit,  MI,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  148566F,  filed  October  9, 1979. 
Applicant:  MIDWEST  FERTIUZER  LTD. 
EXPRESS,  a  corporation,  R.R.  #2,  Rock 
Rapids,  lA  51246.  Representative: 

Edward  A.  O’Donnell,  1004  29th  St., 

Sioux  City,  lA  51104.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  fertilizer,  feed  ingredients, 
and  farm  machinery,  between  points  in 
lA.  IL,  KS.  MN,  MO,  NE.  ND.  SD.  and 
WI,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Midwest  Fertilizer,  Ltd.,  of  Rock  Rapids, 
lA.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE.) 

MC  148577F,  filed  October  15, 1979. 
Applicant:  ORVILLE  HOWARD.  INC., 
1509  Manor  Dr.,  Daytona  Beach,  FL 
32019.  Representative:  William  J. 
Monheim,  P.O.  Box  1756,  Whittier,  CA 


90609.  Contract  carrier,  transporting  (1) 
steel  and  steel  articles,  from  Roebling, 
N],  to  those  points  in  the  United  States 
in  and  east  of  WI,  lA,  KS,  OK,  and  TX, 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  production  and 
distribution  of  steel  and  steel  articles,  in 
the  reverse  direction,  imder  continuing 
contract(s)  with  John  A.  Roebling  Steel 
Corporation,  of  Roebling,  NJ. 

MC  148636F.  filed  October  30, 1979. 
Applicant:  GOLDEN  ARROW.  INC., 

P.O.  Box  726,  Clifton.  NJ  07015. 
Representative:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite 
1832,  2  World  Trade  Center,  New  York, 
NY  10048.  Contract  carrier,  transporting 
furniture  and  furnishings,  from  points  in 
Suffolk  County,  NY,  New  York,  NY,  and 
Brandon,  VT,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Workbench, 
Inc.,  of  New  York,  NY.  (Hearing  site: 
New  York,  NY.) 

Volume  No.  61 
Decided:  Feb.  14, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3,  Members  Parker,  Fortier  and  Hill. 

MC  138026  (Sub-32F),  filed  November 

19. 1979.  Applicant:  LOGISTICS 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  Etiwanda  and  Slover 
Avenues,  Fontanta,  CA  92335. 
Representative:  Patricia  M.  Schnegg,  707 
Wilshire  Boulevard,  1800  United 
California  Bank  Bldg.,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
90017,  Transporting  of  argon,  from 
Plaquemine,  LA  to  Oak  Ridge,  TN. 
(Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

Note. — ^Any  certificate  issued  shall  be 
limited  in  point  of  time  to  a  period  of  5  years 
from  its  date  of  issuance. 

MC  138157  (Sub-203F),  filed  November 

20. 1979.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT  RENTAL,  INC.,  d.b.a. 
SOUTHWEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  2931 
S.  Market  Street,  Chattanooga,  TN 
37410.  Representative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn, 
P.O.  Box  9596,  Chattanooga,  TN  37412. 
Transporting  floor  covering  materials 
and  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  sale  and  distribution  of  floor 
coverings,  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  Chicago,  IL  to  points  in  TN. 
(Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
MC  138157  (Sub-204F),  filed  November 

20, 1979.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT  RENTAL,  INC.,  d.b.a. 
SOUTHWEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  2931 
So.  Market  St.,  Chattanooga,  TN  37410. 
Representative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn,  P.O. 
Box  9596,  Chattanooga,  TN  37412. 
Transporting  carpet  and  yam  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture,  sale  and  distribution 
of  carpeting  and  yam  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  points  in  GA, 
SC,  TN,  and  MS,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  ID, 
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NV,  OR.  UT,  WA,  MT,  WY,  CO,  OK,  TX. 
and  NM.  (Hearing  site;  Atlanta,  GA,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  138157  (Sub-205F),  filed  November 

19. 1979.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT  RENTAL.  INC.,  d.b.a. 
SOUTHWEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  2931 
S.  Market  St.,  Chattanooga,  TN  37410. 
Representative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn,  P.O, 
Box  9596,  Chattanooga,  TN  37412. 
Transporting  floor  covering  materials 
and  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  installaton  of  floor  covering 
materials,  between  Alameda  Coimty, 

CA,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  in  and  east  of 
MT,  WY,  CO  and  MN.  (Hearing  site:  San 
Francisco,  CA.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
MC  139587  (Sub-25F),  filed  November 

21. 1979.  Applicant:  BROWN 
REFRIGERATED  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  603,  21st  and  Sidney,  Fort  Scott,  KS 
66701.  Representative:  Wilburn  L. 
Williamson,  Suite  615-East,  The  Oil 
Center,  2601  Northwest  Expressway, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73112.  Transporting 
furniture  parts  and  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
(except  commodities  in  bulk],  between 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK, 
CT,  HI.  ME.  MA.  NH.  RI  and  VT). 
(Hearing  site:  Kansas  City,  MO,  or  St. 
Louis,  MO.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  139917  (Sub-12F),  filed  November 

19. 1979.  Applicant:  SEARAIL,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  909,  Mobile.  AL  36601. 
Representative:  George  M.  Boles,  727 
Frank  Nelson  Bldg.,  Birmingham,  AL 
35203.  Over  regular  routes,  transporting 
general  commodities  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  Pensacola, 
FIh  and  New  Orleans,  LA,  (1)  from 
Pensacola  over  U.S.  Hwy  90  and 
Interstate  Hwy  10  to  New  Orleans,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  and  (2)  from 
Pensacola  over  U.S.  Hwy  29  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  31  at  or  near  Homaton,  AL, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  31  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  90  and  Interstate  Hwy  10  at  or  near 
Spanish  Fort.  AL,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  90 
and  Interstate  Hwy  10  to  New  Orleans, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
in  (1)  and  (2)  the  intermediate  points  of 
Mobile.  AL,  Gul^ort  and  Pascagoula, 

MS,  and  all  intermediate  points  in 
Escambia  County,  FL,  and  all  off-route 
points  in  Escambia  County,  FL.  (Hearing 
site:  Mobile  or  Birmingham,  AL.) 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  the 
authority  sought  with  its  permanent 
authority. 


MC  141407  (Sub-2F),  filed  November 

19, 1979.  Applicant:  CHARLES  N. 
CASKEY,  d.b.a.  B  &  C  TRANSFER,  4915 
Stone  Ave.,  Sioux  City,  lA  51106. 
Representative:  A.  J.  Swanson,  P.O.  Box 
1103,  300  S.  Thompson  Ave.,  Sioux  Falls, 
SD  57101.  Transporting  meats,  meat 
products,  meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packing  houses,  as 
described  in  Sections  A  an  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk)  (1)  from 
Hawarden,  lA  to  points  in  SD,  MN,  NE, 
MO,  KS,  (2)  fi-om  the  facilities  of  Iowa 
Beef  Processors,  Inc.  at  or  near  Dakota 
City,  NE  to  points  in  SD,  MN,  NE,  KS, 
MO,  and  lA,  and  (3)  between  Sioux  City, 
LA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  SD,  MN,  NE,  MO,  and  KS. 
(Hearing  site:  Sioux  City,  LA,  or  Sioux 
Falls,  SD.) 

MC  142096  (Sub-17F),  filed  October  1, 
1979.  Applicant:  MILLER  BROS. 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  4100  West 
Mitchell  St.,  Milwaukee,  WI 53215. 
Representative:  James  A.  Spiegel,  Olde 
Towne  OflFice  Park,  6425  Odana  Rd., 
Madison,  WI  53719.  Transporting  glass 
containers,  and  equipment,  supplies  and 
accessories  for  glass  containers, 
between  points  in  IL,  IN,  MI,  and  WI, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  facilities  of  National 
Can  Corporation.  (Hearing  site: 
Milwaukee,  WI.) 

MC  143276  (Sub-22F),  filed  November 

6. 1979.  Applicant:  WEAVER 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  5452  Oakdale  Road, 

Smyrna,  GA  30080.  Representative: 

James  L.  Brazee,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  32309, 
Decatur,  GA  30032.  Transporting  roofing 
and  building  materials,  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  or 
incidental  to  the  manufacture, 
installation  and  distribution  of  roofing 
and  building  materials,  between  the 
facilities  of  Georgia-Pacific  Corporation, 
Gypsum  Division,  at  or  near  Hampton, 
Henry  County,  GA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on' the  other,  points  in  AL,  FL,  GA, 
KY.  LA,  MS,  NC,  SC,  TN,  and  VA. 
(Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  143276  (Sub-27F),  filed  November 

21. 1979.  Applicant:  WEAVER 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  5452 
Oakdale  Road,  Smyrna,  GA  30080. 
Representative:  James  L.  Brazee,  Jr.,  P.O. 
Box  32309,  Decatur,  Georgia  30032. 
Transporting  building  paper,  prepared 
roofing,  prepared  shingles,  roofing 
asphalt,  roofing  cement  and  roofing 
paper,  in  straight  or  mixed  shipments, 
roof ing  materials  and  dry  felt,  from  the 
facilities  of  Tamko  Asphalt  Products, 

Inc.,  at  Tuscaloosa,  AL,  to  points  in  KY, 


TN,  NC,  SC  and  GA.  (Hearing  site: 
Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  144027  (Sub-18F),  filed  November 

15. 1979.  Applicant:  WARD  CARTAGE 
AND  WAREHOUSING,  INC.,  Rt.  #4, 
Glasgow,  KY  42141.  Representative: 
Walter  Harwood,  P.O.  Box  15214, 
Nashville,  TN  37215.  Transporting  (1) 
such  commodities' as  are  dealt  in  by 
wholesale  and  retail  chain  grocery  food 
businesses,  retail  chain  department 
stores  and  drug  stores  (except  frozen 
commodities  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  Colgate  Palmolive 
Colgate  Co.,  at  or  near  Jeffersonville,  IN, 
to  points  in  KY,  TN,  CA,  AL,  and  FL,  and 
(2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufactme  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  in  the  reverse  direction.  (Hearing 
site:  Louisville,  KY.) 

MC  144027  (Sub-19F),  filed  November 

16. 1979.  Applicant:  WARD  CARTAGE 
AND  WAREHOUSING,  INC.,  Rt.  #4, 
Glasgow,  KY  42141.  Representative: 
Walter  Harwood,  P.O.  Box  15214, 
Nashville,  TN  37215.  Transporting 
household  appliances,  and  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of 
household  appliances,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk],  from  the  facilities 
of  the  General  Electric  Company,  at 
Appliance  Park,  Louisville,  KY,  to  points 
in  AR  and  TN.  (Hearing  site:  Louisville, 
KY.) 

MC  144186  (Sub-4F),  filed  November 

15. 1979.  Applicant:  SUPERIOR 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  2669  Merchant  Dr., 
Baltimore,  MD  21230.  Representative: 
Ronald  N.  Cobert,  Suite  501, 1730  M  St., 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036. 
Transporting  general  commodities, 
(except  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  conunodities  in  bulk. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives  and 
commodities  requiring  special 
equipment),  between  the  facilities  of 
Streamline  Shippers  Association,  Inc.,  at 
Baltimore,  MD,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on 
the  other,  Atlanta,  GA,  and  points  in  FL. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  144186  (Sub-5F),  filed  November 

21. 1979.  Applicant:  SUPERIOR 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  2669  Merchant  Dr.. 
Baltimore,  21230.  Representative: 
Ronald  N.  Cobert,  Esquire,  Suite  501, 

1730  M  St..  N.W..  Washington,  DC  20036. 
Transporting  cleaning  and  buffing 
compounds,  between  the  facilities  of 
Cello  Chemical  Company  at  or  near 
Harve  de  Grace,  MD,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Washington,  DC,  and 
Baltimore,  MD.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  144527  (Sub-8F),  filed  November  6, 
1979.  Applicant:  BILLS  EYE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Suite  2424,  33  No. 
Dearborn  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60602. 
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Representative:  Patrick  H.  Smyth,  Suite 
521, 19  So.  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
Transporting  meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  byproducts,  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packing  houses,  and  such 
commodities  as  are  used  by  meat 
packers  in  the  conduct  of  their  business 
when  destined  to  and  for  use  by  meat 
packers,  as  described  in  Sections  A,  C, 
and  D  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766, 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  Archbold,  Defiance,  and  Troy,  OH, 
to  points  in  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  KY,  ME, 

MD,  MA,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  PA,  RI,  SC, 
TN,  VT,  VA,  WV,  and  DC,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  the  facilities  of  Dinner  Bell,  Inc.,  and 
destined  to  the  states  indicated. 

(Hearing  site:  Toledo,  OH,  or  Chicago, 
IL.) 

MC  144606  (Sub-llF),  filed  November 

29. 1979.  Applicant:  DUNC^VN  SALES  & 
LEASING  CO.,  INC.,  714  East  Baseline 
Rd.,  Buckeye,  AZ  85326.  Representative: 
Donald  W.  Powell,  1833  No.  Third  St., 
Phoenix,  AZ  85004.  Transporting  iron 
and  steel  articles^  (1)  from  Phoenix,  AZ, 
to  points  in  CA,  CO,  NM,  NV,  UT,  and 
TX,  and  (2)  from  El  Paso,  TX,  to  points 
in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  NM,  NV,  and  UT. 
(Hearing  site:  Phoenix,  AZ,  or  Los 
Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  144827  (Sub-44F),  filed  November 

16. 1979.  Applicant:  DELTA  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  2877  Farrisview,  P.O, 
Box  18423,  Memphis,  TN  38118. 
Representative:  J.  Max  Harding,  P.O. 

Box  82028,  Lincoln,  NE  68501. 
Transporting  (1)  cellulose  film,  plastic 
film  and  paper  film,  (a)  from  Grand 
Prarie,  TX,  to  points  in  AR,  MS,  OK  and 
Memphis,  TN;  and  (b)  between  Grand 
Prairie,  TX  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Atlanta,  GA  and  (2)  materials, 
supplies  and  equipment  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  foregoing 
commodities,  from  points  in  the  US 
(except  AK  and  HI)  to  Atlanta,  GA. 
(Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  145337  (Sub-9F),  filed  November 

16. 1979.  Applicant:  P.M.E.,  LTD.,  Box 
181,  Group  261,  R.  R.  2,  Winnipeg, 
Manitoba  R3C  2E6.  Representative: 

Gene  P.  Johnson,  P.O.  Box  2471,  Fargo, 
ND  58108.  Transporting  activated  clay, 
in  bags,  from  ports  of  entry  on  the 
international  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  at  points  in 
MN  and  ND,  to  points  in  CA,  MT,  and 
PA.  (Hearing  site:  Minneapolis  or  St. 

Paul,  MN.) 

MC  145786  (Sub-2F),  filed  November 

13. 1979.  Applicant:  J.  M.  NATION 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2452,  Pampa, 
TX  79065.  Representative:  Robert  K. 
Frisch,  4555  First  National  Bank  Bldg., 


Dallas,  TX  75202.  Transporting 
machinery,  equipment,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with, 
the  discovery,  development,  production 
and  distribution  of  natural  gas  and 
petroleum  and  their  products  and 
byproducts,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  weighing 
5,000  lbs.  or  less,  in  hot  shot  service, 
between  points  in  Dallas,  Ector,  Gray, 
Harris,  Hutchinson,  Midland,  Potter, 
Randall,  Roberts,  Hemphill,  Wheeler, 
Donley,  Ochiltree,  Lipscomb,  Moore, 
and  Tarrant  Counties,  TX,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Beckham,  Beaver,  Blaine,  Caddo, 
Canadian,  Cleveland,  Custer,  Cimarron, 
Dewey,  Ellis,  Garfield,  Greer,  Harper, 
Kiowa,  Kingfisher,  Lincoln,  Oklahoma, 
Roger  Mills,  Seminole,  Stephens,  Texas, 
Tulsa,  Washita  and  Woodward 
Counties,  OK;  Chaves,  Curry,  Eddy, 
Harding,  Lea,  Quay,  Roosevelt,  San 
Miguel  and  San  Juan  Counties,  NM; 
Stevens,  Meade,  Clark,  Haskell,  Grant, 
Stanton,  Sedgwick,  Butler,  Morton, 
Barton,  Finney,  Rooks,  Ellsworth  and 
Seward  Coimties,  KS;  Lafayette, 
Calcasieu,  Jefferson  Davis,  St.  Charles, 
St.  Bernard,  St.  Martin,  St.  James,  St. 
Mary,  Acadia,  Caddo,  Bossier  and 
Terrebonne  Parishes,  LA;  Natrona, 
Converse,  Sweetwater,  Laramie, 
Campbell  and  Carbon  Counties,  WY; 
Grand,  Daggett,  Duchesene  and  Uintah 
Coimties,  UT;  Arapahoe,  Crowley, 
Garfield,  Jefferson,  Moffat,  Pueblo, 
Prowers  and  Rio  Blanco  Counties,  CO; 
and  Williams  and  McKenzie,  Counties, 
ND.  (Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  145957  (Sub-2F),  filed  November  8, 
1979.  Applicant:  PETTIS  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  INC.,  Rt.  4,  Box  249-B, 
Brewton,  AL  36426.  Representative: 
Thomas  M.  Pettis  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  (a)  slag  and 
lime,  from  points  in  Jefferson  and 
Shelby  Counties,  AL,  to  points  in  Bay, 
Escambia,  Okaloosa,  Santa  Rosa  and 
Walton  Counties,  FL,  (b)  sand  and 
gravel,  from  points  in  Montgomery 
County,  AL,  to  points  in  Bay,  Escambia, 
Okaloosa,  Santa  Rosa  and  Walton 
Counties,  FL,  (c)  road-building 
materials,  from  points  in  Conecuh, 
Escambia  and  Monroe  Counties,  AL,  to 
points  in  Bay,  Escambia,  Okaloosa, 

Santa  Rosa  and  Walton  Counties,  FL, 
and  to  Mobile,  AL,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  having  a 
subsequent  movement  by  water,  and  (d) 
seashells,  from  points  in  Bay,  Escambia, 
Okaloosa,  Walton  and  Santa  Rosa 
Counties,  FL,  to  points  in  AL.  (Hearing 
site:  Brewton  or  Montgomery,  AL.) 

MC  145997  (Sub-17F),  filed  November 

16, 1979,  Applicant:  JEM  EQUIPMENT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  396,  Alma,  AR  72921. 


Representative:  Don  Garrison,  P.O.  Box 
1065,  Fayetteville,  AR  72701. 
Transporting  iron  and  steel  gabions, 
from  the  facilities  of  Terra  Aqua 
Division  of  Bekaert  Steel  Wire 
Corporation,  at  or  near  Reno,  NV,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Reno,  NV,  or  Ft. 
Smith,  AR.) 

MC  146646  (Sub-56F),  filed  November 

9, 1979.  Applicant:  BRISTOW 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  Corporation,  P.O. 

Box  6355  A,  Birmingham,  AL  35217. 
Representative:  Henry  Bristow,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
construction  materials  and  oil  and 
chemical  absorbent  materials,  between 
the  facilities  of  I.D.T.  Corporation,  at  or 
near  Summerville,  SC,  and  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  WI,  IL,  MO, 
AR,  and  LA.  (Hearing  site:  Charleston, 
SC,  or  Birmingham,  AL.)  Condition: 
Person  or  persons  who  appears  to  be 
engaged  in  common  control  between 
applicant  and  another  regular  carrier 
must  either  file  an  application  under  49 
U.S.C.  11343(A)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  or  submit  an  affidavit 
indicating  why  such  approval  is 
unnecessary.  (Hearing  site:  Charleston, 
SC,  or  Birmingham,  AL.) 

MC  146646  (Sub-57F),  filed  November 

9. 1979.  Applicant:  BRISTOW 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  Corporation,  P.O. 

Box  6355 A,  Birmingham,  AL  35217, 
Representative:  Henry  Bristow,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  (1) 
furniture  parts,  components,  and 
accessories,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  between 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI).  Condition:  Person  or  persons 
who  appears  to  be  engaged  in  common 
control  between  applicant  and  another 
regular  carrier  must  either  file  an 
application  under  49  U.S.C.  11343(A)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  or  submit 
an  affidavit  indicating  why  such 
approval  is  unnecessary.  (Hearing  site: 
Joplin,  MO,  or  Birmingham,  AL.) 

MC  146646  (Sub-58F),  filed  November 

13. 1979.  Applicant:  BRISTOW 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  Corporation,  P.O. 

Box  6355A,  Birmingham,  AL  35217. 
Representative:  Henry  Bristow,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
liquid  bleach,  and  dish  detergents,  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture,  sale  and  distribution 
of  the  foregoing  commodities,  (except 
comodities  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilities  of  National  Marketing 
Associates,  Inc.,  at  or  near  New 
Orleans,  LA,  and  points  in  MS,  AL,  GA, 
TN,  and  FL.  Condition:  Person  or 
persons  who  appears  to  be  engaged  in 
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common  control  between  applicant  and 
another  regular  carrier  must  either  file 
an  application  under  49  U.S.C.  11343(A] 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  or 
submit  an  affidavit  indicating  why  such 
approval  is  unnecessary.  (Hearing  site: 
New  Orleans,  LA,  or  Birmingham,  AL.) 

MC  146646  (Sub-62F),  filed  November 

16. 1979.  Applicant:  BRISTOW 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  Corporation,  P.O. 

Box  6355A,  Birmingham,  AL  35217. 
Representative:  Henry  Bristow,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
lead,  and  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  processing  of  lead, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
the  facilities  of  Master  Metals,  Inc.,  at 
Cleveland,  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
and  destined  to  the  points  indicated. 
Condition:  Person  or  persons  who 
appears  to  be  engaged  in  common 
control  between  applicant  and  another 
regular  carrier  must  either  file  an 
application  under  49  U.S.C.  11343(A)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  or  submit 
an  affidavit  indicating  why  such 
approval  is  unnecessary.  (Hearing  site: 
Cleveland.  OH,  or  Birmingham,  AL.) 

MC  146787  (Sub-4F),  filed  November  , 

13. 1979.  Applicant:  DEAN  ALBAUGH 
AND  MICKEY  ALBAUGH  d.b.a. 
ALBAUGH  FARMS  R.  R.  2.  Ankeny,  LA 
50021.  Representative:  Thomas  E.  Leahy, 
Jr.,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines, 
lA  50309.  Transporting  iron  and  steel 
articles  and  construction  materials, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
the  facilities  of  Contractors  Steel 
Corporation,  at  Des  Moines,  lA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IN, 
KS,  KY.  MN,  AR,  IL,  MO,  ND,  NE,  OK, 

SD,  TN,  TX,  and  WI.  (Hearing  site: 
Omaha,  NE,  Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  146807  (Sub-6F),  filed  November 

19. 1979.  Applicant:  S  n  W 
ENTERPRISES,  INC.,  1  Passan  Drive, 
Wilkes-Barre,  PA  18702.  Representative: 
Joseph  F.  Hoary,'  121  So,  Main  St., 

Taylor,  PA  18517.  Transporting  wire 
products  and  dishwasher  racks,  from 
Wilkes-Barre,  PA,  to  Dallas,  TX, 
Cucamonga,  CA,  and  St.  Louis,  MO. 
(Hearing  site:  Wilkes  Barre,  PA.) 

MC  146886  (Sub-3F),  filed  November  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  CONLAN  TRUCK 
UNES,  INC.,  6160  South  116th  Street, 
Hales  Comers,  WI  53130, 

Representative:  Richard  A.  Westley, 
Attorney,  4506  Regent  Street,  Suite  100, 
Madison,  WI  53705.  Transporting  health 
care  products,  beauty  products, 
personal  care  products,  and  home 
cleaning  products  (1)  from  the  facilities 
of  Shaklee  Corporation  at  Chicago,  IL,  to 
points  in  MN,  SD,  WI  and  the  Upper 


Peninsula  of  Ml;  and  (2)  fi'om 
Minneapolis.  MN  to  points  in  MN,  ND 
and  SD,  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  having  a  prior  movement  in 
interstate  commerce  fi'om  Chicago,  IL. 
(Hearing  site:  Milwaukee,  WI,  or 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  14897  (Sub-2F),  filed  November  8, 
1979.  Applicant:  LOOMIS  COURIER 
SERVICE  LTD.,  3057  Grandview  Hwy., 
Vancouver,  B.C.,  Canada  V5M  2E4. 
Representative:  Jack  R.  Davis,  1100  IBM 
Bldg.,  Seattle,  WA  98101.  Transporting 
(a)  commercial  documents,  business 
records,  accounting  and  audit  media, 
automated  data  processing  media  and 
advertising  materials,  and  (b) 
commercial  paper,  documents  and 
written  instruments  (except  currency 
and  negotiable  securities)  as  are  used  in 
the  business  of  banks  and  banking 
institutions,  between  points  in  King  and 
Snohomish  Coimties,  WA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  ports  of  entry 
on  the  international  boundary  line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada, 
in  WA.  (Hearing  site:  Seattle,  WA.) 

MC  146927  (Sub-2F),  filed  November 

20, 1979.  Applicant:  DIXIE  TRANSPORT. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1126,  Hattiesburg,  MS 
39401.  Representative:  Donald  B. 
Morrison,  P.O.  Box  22628,  Jackson,  MS 
39205.  Transporting  paper  and  paper 
products,  from  the  facilities  of  Scott 
Paper  Company,  at  or  near  Mobile,  AL, 
to  points  in  LA  and  MS.  (Hearing  site: 
Mobile,  AL,  or  Jackson,  MS.) 

MC  147096  (Sub-5F),  filed  November 

20. 1979.  Applicant:  MADISON 
BROTHERS  DEUVERY  SERVICE,  INC., 
101  Indiana  Ave.,  Toledo,  OH  43602. 
Representative:  Brian  S.  Stem,  2425 
Wilson  Blvd.,  Suite  367,  Arlington,  VA 
22201.  Transporting  foodstuffs  (except  in 
bulk),  and  animal  foods,  in  containers, 
from  the  facilities  of  Campbell  Soup 
Company,  at  or  near  Napoleon,  OH,  to 
points  in  IN,  KY,  and  MI,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  the  named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
named  destinations.  (Hearing  site: 
Toledo  or  Cleveland,  OH.) 

MC  147136  (Sub-5F),  filed  November 

26. 1979.  Applicant:  TOMORROW 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  1257  Central  Ave., 
Hamilton,  OH  45011.  Representative: 
Jerry  B.  Sellman,  50  West  Broad  St., 
Columbus,  OH  43215.  Transporting 
overhead  garage  doors  and  accessories, 
fi'om  Russia.  OH,  to  points  in  CA. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC,  or 
Columbus,  OH.) 

MC  147277  (Sub-2F),  filed  November 

14. 1979.  Applicant:  RESERVE  AGRI¬ 
BUSINESS,  INC.,  Reserve,  MT  59258. 
Representative:  John  J.  Hemmingson, 

P.O.  Box  95,  Reserve,  MT  59258. 
Transporting  anhydrous  ammonia,  from 


(1)  the  facilities  of  Cominco  American, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Velva,  ND,  to  Reserve, 
MT,  (2)  Reserve,  MT,  to  Williston,  Minot 
and  Sawyer,  ND,  (3)  Velva,  ND,  to 
Conrad,  Great  Falls  and  Billings,  MT, 
and  (4)  Velva,  ND,  and  Reserve,  MT,  to 
ports  of  entry  on  the  international 
boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada,  in  MT  and  ND. 
(Hearing  site:  Billings  or  Great  Falls, 
MT.) 

MC  147816  (Sub-2F),  filed  November 

23. 1979.  Applicant:  VALLEY  TRAVEL 
CLUB,  INC.,  16927  Vanowen  Street,  Van 
Nuys,  CA  91406.  Representative:  Milton 
W.  Flack,  4311  Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  300, 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90010.  Transporting 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  round- 
trip  special  or  charter  operations 
between  points  in  Los  Angeles  Coimty, 
CA,  and  Las  Vegas,  NV.  (Hearing  site: 
Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  148127  (Sub-4F),  filed  November  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  UNEHAUL  EXPRESS 
CORPORATION.  P.O.  Box  5078, 
Manchester,  NH  03108.  Representative: 
Neal  R.  Michaud  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  canned  and 
preserved  foodstuffs,  from  the  facilities 
of  Heinz,  U.S.A.,  at  or  near  Holland,  MI, 
to  points  in  CT,  ME,  MA,  NH,  NJ.  RI,  VT. 
and  NY  on  the  east  of  NY  Hwy  30, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origins  and 
destined  to  the  named  States.  (Hearing 
site:  Concord,  NH,  or  Boston,  MA.) 

MC  148207  (Sub-2F),  filed  November 

13. 1979.  Applicant:  CASTLE  COUNTRY 
TRANSPORTING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  622, 
Price,  UT  84532.  Representative:  D. 
Michael  Jorgensen,  P.O.  Box  2465,  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT  84110.  Transporting 
mobile  and  modular  homes,  between 
points  in  Carbon,  Emery,  Grand,  San 
Juan,  Garfield,  Wayne  and  Kane 
Counties,  UT,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  CO,  ID,  NM,  AZ, 

WY,  NV,  OR  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Hwy 
97,  and  NE  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Hwy  281. 
(Hearing  site:  Salt  Lake  City,  UT.) 

MC  148317  (Sub-2F),  filed  November 

20. 1979.  Applicant:  MICHAEL  K.,  SR.  & 
SHIRLEY  A.  HURLEY,  d.b.a.  HURLEY 
TRUCKING,  403  Juliene  Way,  Moscow,  - 
ID  83843.  Representative:  Winfred  B. 
Moorer,  403  So.  Jackson,  Box  8489, 
Moscow,  ID  83843.  Transporting  roofing 
and  fencing  materials,  from  points  in  ID, 
MT,  OR,  and  WA,  to  points  in  UT  and 
CO.  (Hearing  site:  Spokane  or  Seattle, 
WA.) 

MC  148336  (Sub-2F),  filed  November 

19. 1979.  Applicant:  RUSSELLS’ 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  351  Washburn  Drive, 
Rock  Springs,  WY  82901. 

Representative:  Neil  O.  Russell,  315 
Taylor  St.,  Apt.  2,  Rock  Springs,  WY 
82901.  Transporting  (1)  machinery. 
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material,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  or  in  connection  with  the  discovery, 
development,  production,  refining, 
manufacture,  processing,  storage, 
transmission,  and  distribution  of  natural 
gas  and  petroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products  and  (2)  machinery, 
material,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  or  in  connection  with  the 
construction,  operation,  repair, 
servicing,  maintenance  and  dismantling 
of  pipelines,  including  the  stringing  and 
pickup  thereof,  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  complete  oil  drilling 
rigs,  between  points  in  CO,  UT,  ID, 
MT.  (Hearing  site:  Cheyenne,  WY,  or 
Denver,  CO.) 

MC  148337  (Sub-3F).  filed  November 

20. 1979.  Applicant:  WESTERKAMP 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Rt.  2,  Pella,  lA  50219. 
Representative:  Robert  R.  Rydell,  1020 
Savings  and  Loan  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  lA 
50309.  Transporting  meats,  meat 
products,  meat  byproducts,  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  and 
such  commodities  as  are  used  by  meat 
packers  in  the  conduct  of  their  business, 
as  described  in  Sections  A,  C,  and  D  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk],  from  the  facilities 
of  Tama  Meat  Packing  Corp.,  at  Tama, 
lA,  to  points  in  CA  and  TN,  and 
Chicago,  IL.  (Hearing  site:  Des  Moines, 
LA,  or  Minneapolis,  MN.) 

MC  148616  (Sub-2F),  filed  November 

23. 1979.  Applicant:  TRANSPORT 
WEST,  INC.,  2044  Law  Lane,  P.O.  Box 
2015,  Eugene,  OR  97402.  Representative: 
Nick  I.  Goyak,  555  Benjamin  Franklin 
Plaza,  One  Southwest  Columbia, 
Portland,  OR  97258.  Transporting 
limestone,  calcium  carbonate,  and  talcs, 
from  Lucerne  Valley  and  Victorville, 

CA,  to  points  in  OR  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Hwy  97.  (Hearing  site:  Portland,  OR,  or 
Seattle,  WA.) 

MC  148966F,  filed  November  27, 1979. 
Applicant:  DROTZMANN,  INC.,  920 
East  Mead,  Yakima,  WA  98903. 
Representative:  James  M.  Hodge,  1980 
Financial  Center,  Des  Moines,  LA  50309. 
Transporting  meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packing  houses,  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk],  from  the  facilities 
of  Hygrade  Food  F’roducts  Corporation, 
at  Storm  Lake  and  Cherokee,  lA,  to 
points  in  CA,  OR,  and  WA,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  the  named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
named  destination  States.  (Hearing  site: 
Omaha,  NE,  or  Minneapolis,  MN.] 
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Decided:  Feb.  7, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
2,  Members  Eaton,  Liberman,  and  Jensen. 
Member  Jensen  not  participating. 

MC  76  (Sub-19F],  filed  September  27, 
1979.  Applicant:  MAWSON  & 
MAWSON,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  248, 
Langhome,  PA  19047.  Representative: 
Paul  F.  Sullivan,  711  Washington  Bldg., 
Washington,  DC  20005.  Transporting  (1] 
iron  and  steel  articles,  ft’om  the  facilities 
of  Dresser  Industries,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Depew,  NY,  and  the  facilities  of  Pratt  & 
Letchworth,  at  or  near  Buffalo,  NY,  to 
points  in  PA,  OH,  MD,  NJ,  DE,  VA,  IN, 

IL,  WV,  CT,  MA,  and  RI,  and  those 
points  in  MI  in  and  south  of  Oceana, 
Newaygo,  Mecosta,  Isabella,  Midland, 
and  Bay  Counties,  and  (2]  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  (except 
commodities  in  bulk]  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1]  above,  in  the  reverse  direction. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.] 

MC  76  (Sub-23F],  filed  October  12, 
1979.  Applicant:  MAWSON  & 
MAWSON,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  248, 
Langhome,  PA  19047.  Representative: 
Richard  C.  McGinnis,  711  Washington 
Building,  Washington,  DC  20005. 
Transporting  tractors  (except  truck 
tractors],  (1]  fi'om  the  facilities  used  by 
Massey  Ferguson,  Inc.,  at  points  within 
the  Baltimore,  MD,  and  Philadelphia, 

PA,  Commercial  Zones,  to  points  in  NY, 
NJ,  MD,  PA,  OH,  and  WV,  and  those  in 
MI  in  and  south  of  Oceana,  Newaygo, 
Mecosta,  Isabella,  Midland,  and  Bay 
Counties,  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  having  a  prior  movement  by 
water;  and  (2]  fi'om  the  facilities  of 
Massey  Ferguson,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Dearborn  and  Detroit,  MI,  to  points  in 
NY,  NJ,  MD,  DE,  VA,  PA,  OH,  WV,  CT, 
MA,  and  RI.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.] 

MC  76  (Sub-24F],  filed  October  9, 1979. 
Applicant:  MAWSON  &  MAWSON, 

INC,,  P.O.  Box  248,  Langhome,  PA  19047. 
Representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan,  711 
Washington  Bldg.,  Washington,  DC 
20005.  Transporting  (1]  iron  and  steel 
articles,  from  the  facilities  of  R.  C. 
Stanhope,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Pittsburgh,  PA, 
to  points  in  CT,  MA,  RI,  NY,  NJ,  MD,  DE, 
VA,  WV,  OH,  ON,  and  IL,  and  those 
points  in  MI  in  and  south  of  Oceana, 
Newaygo,  Mecosta,  Isabella,  Midland, 
and  Bay  Counties,  and  (2]  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  (except 
commodities  in  bulk],  in  the  reverse 
direction.  (Hearing  site:  Washington, 

DC.] 

MC  78  (Sub-26F],  filed  October  9, 1979. 
Applicant:  MAWSON  &  MAWSON, 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  248,  Langhome,  PA  19047. 
Representative:  Paul  F.  Sullivan,  711 


Washington  Bldg.,  Washington,  DC 
20005.  Transporting  (1]  iron  and  steel 
articles,  from  the  facilities  of  American 
Tank  &  Fabricating  Co.,  at  Cleveland, 
OH,  to  points  in  CT,  MA,  RI,  NY.  NJ,  PA. 
DE,  MD,  and  VA,  and  (2]  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  (except 
commodities  in  bulk],  in  Ae  reverse 
direction.  (Hearing  site:  Pittsburgh,  PA.] 
MC  4887  (Sub-26F],  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  BURGESS  &  COOK. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  458,  Femandina  Beach, 

FL  32034.  Representative:  Sol  H.  Proctor, 
1101  Blackstone  Bldg.,  Jacksonville,  FL 
32202.  Transporting  insulation,  fi'om 
points  in  Nash  County,  NC,  to  points  in 
AL,  FL,  GA,  SC,  MS,  KY.  LA  and  TN. 
(Hearing  site:  Jacksonville,  FL.] 

MC  5227  (Sub-59F],  filed  October  15. 
1979.  Applicant:  ECKLEY  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  P.O.  box  201,  Mead,  NE  68041. 
Representative:  A.  J.  Swanson,  P.O.  Box 
1103,  300  S.  Thompson  Avenue.  Sioux 
Falls,  SD  57101.  Transporting  (1]  athletic 
goods,  parts  and  accessories  for  athletic 
goods,  adhesives,  rubber  articles,  and 
hardware,  and  (2]  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities  in 
(1]  above,  from  (a]  between  Santa  Ana, 
CA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
those  points  in  the  United  States  in  and 
east  of  MN.  LA,  NE.  KS.  OK.  and  TX, 
and.  (b]  from  those  ports  of  entry  on  the 
international  boundary  lines  between 
the  United  States  and  the  Republic  of 
Mexico  located  in  TX,  to  Chicago  and 
Elk  Grove  Village,  IL,  and  Maywood,  NJ. 
(Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE,  or  Santa  Ana, 
CA.] 

MC  11207  (Sub-505F].  filed  October  10, 
1979.  Applicant:  DEATON,  INC.,  317 
Avenue  W,  Post  Office  Box  938, 
Birmingham,  AL  35201.  Representative: 
Kim  D.  Mann,  Suite  1010,  7101 
Wisconsin  Avenue,  Washington,  DC 
20014.  Transporting  pre-fabricated 
buildings,  knocked  down,  and  iron  and 
steel  articles,  between  Pine  Bluff,  AR, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN.  KY.  LA.  MI. 
MD,  NS,  NC.  OH.  PA.  SC,  TN.  TX.  VA. 
WI,  and  WV.  (Hearing  site:  Little  Rock, 
AR  or  Washington,  DC.] 

MC  26377  (Sub-28F],  filed  September 

27, 1979,  Applicant:  LEONARDO 
TRUCK  UNES,  INC.,  511  S.  First  St., 
Selah,  WA  98942.  Representative: 
Lawrence  V.  Smart,  Jr.,  419  N.  W.  23rd 
Ave.,  Portland,  OR  97210.  Transporting 
insulating  materials,  from  the  facilities 
of  Johns-Manille  Sales  Corp.  at  or  near 
Willows,  CA,  to  points  in  OR,  WA  and 
ID.  (Hearing  site:  Portland,  OR.] 

MC  26396  (Sub-293F],  filed  October  3, 
1979.  Applicant:  THE  WAGGONERS 
TRUCKING,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box 
31357,  Billings,  MT  59107. 
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Representative:  Bradford  E.  Kistler.  P.O. 
Box  82028,  Lincoln,  NE  68501.  To 
operate,  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  foreign  commerce  only,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  panels, 
wallboards,  and  roof ing  boards,  from 
Salt  Lake  City,  UT,  to  ports  of  entry  on 
the  international  boundary  line  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada  in  MN, 
ND,  MT,  ID,  and  WA.  (Hearing  site:  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT,  or  Billings,  MT.) 

MC  26396  (Sub-298F),  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  THE  WAGGONERS 
TRUCIGNG,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box 
31357,  Billings,  MT  59107. 

Representative:  Bradford  E.  Kistler.  P.O. 
Box  82028,  Lincoln,  NE  68501. 
Transporting  agricultural  equipment  and 
agricultural  supplies,  fi'om  Cheyenne. 
WY,  to  points  in  MT,  ID,  OR,  WA  and 

UT.  (Hearing  site:  Billings,  MT.) 

MC  26396  (Sub-304F).  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  THE  WAGGONERS 
TRUCIQNG,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box 
31357,  Billings,  MT  59107. 

Representative:  Bradford  E.  Kistler,  P.O. 
Box  82028,  Uncoln,  NE  68501. 
Transporting  wrought  iron  pipe,  fi'om 
Chicago,  IL,  to  points  in  ND  and  SD. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL  or  Billings, 

MT.) 

MC  26396  (Sub-305F),  filed  October  10. 
1979,  Applicant:  THE  WAGGONERS 
TRUCKING,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box 
31357,  Billings.  MT  59107. 

Representative:  Bradford  E.  Kistler,  P.O. 
Box  82028,  Lincoln,  NE  68501.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  foreign  commerce  otUy,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  limestone  products 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from  those 
ports  of  entry  on  the  international 
boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada,  in  ID,  MT,  ND,  and 

WA,  to  points  in  ID,  MT,  ND,  OR,  and 
WA.  (Hearing  site:  Billings,  MT.) 

MC  27817  (Sub-162F),  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  H.  C.  GABLER,  INC., 

R.D.  #3,  P.O.  Box  220,  Chambersburg, 

PA  17201.  Representative:  Christian  V. 
Graf,  407  North  Front  St.,  Harrisbiug,  PA 
17101.  Transporting  paper  bags,  fi'om 
Charleston,  SC,  to  Baltimore,  MD, 

Boston,  MA,  New  York,  NY,  and 
Philadelphia,  PA.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC,  or  Harrisburg,  PA.) 

MC  42487  (Sub-951F),  filed  October  15, 
1979.  Applicant:  CONSOLIDATED 
FREIGHTWAYS  CORPORATION  OF 
DELAWARE,  175  Linfield  Dr..  Menlo 
Park,  CA  94025.  Representative:  V.  R. 
Oldenburg,  P.O.  Box  3062,  Portland,  OR 
97208.  Over  regular  routes,  transporting 
general  commodities,  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  houshold  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 


equipment),  (1)  between  Baton  Rouge, 
LA  and  Iowa,  LA.  serving  the 
intermediate  points  of  Lafayette,  Rayne 
and  Crowley.  LA:  fiom  Baton  Rouge 
over  Interstate  Hwy  10  to  Lafayette,  LA, 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  90  to  Iowa,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  (2)  between 
Lafayette,  LA  and  New  Iberia,  LA,  (a) 
over  U.S.  Hwy  90,  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  and  (b)  over  LA 
Hwy  182,  serving  all  intermediate  points, 
(3)  between  New  Iberia,  LA  and  Kaplan, 
LA,  over  LA  Hwy  14,  serving  the 
intermediate  point  of  Abbeville,  LA  and 
serving  jimction  LA  Hwy  14  and  LA 
Hwy  89  for  purpose  of  joinder  only,  (4) 
between  Crowley,  LA  and  Kaplan,  LA, 
serving  no  intermediate  points:  fiom 
Crowley  over  LA  Hwy  13  to  jimction  LA 
Hwy  14,  then  over  LA  Hwy  14  to 
Kaplan,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
(5)  between  Lafayette,  LA  and 
Abbeville,  LA,  over  U.S.  Hwy  167, 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  (6) 
between  Maurice,  LA  and  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  90  and  LA  Hwy  92,  over  LA  Hwy 
92,  serving  the  intermediate  points  of 
Milton  and  Youngsville,  LA,  (7)  between 
junction  LA  Hwy  182  and  LA  Hwy  89 
and  junction  LA  Hwy  14  and  LA  Hwy 
89,  over  LA  Hwy  89,  serving  the 
intermediate  point  of  Younsville,  LA, 
and  (8)  serving  St.  Martinville,  LA  and 
Breaux  Bridge,  LA  as  off-route  points  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  otherwise 
authorized  regular-route  operations. 
(Hearing  site:  New  Orleans,  LA.) 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  the 
authority  described  above,  with  one  another 
as  well  as  with  its  other  authority. 

MC  51146  (Sub-765F),  filed  October  9. 
1979.  Applicant:  SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2298, 

Green  Bay,  WI 54306.  Representative: 
Neil  A.  Dujardin  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of  shoes 
and  footwear,  fiom  Taney  town,  MD, 
Boston,  MA,  and  Seattle,  WA,  to 
Milwaukee,  WI.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago, 
IL.) 

MC  55896  (Sub-124F),  filed  October  12, 
1979.  Applicant:  R-W  SERVICE 
SYSTEM,  INC.,  20225  Goodard  Rd., 
Taylor,  MI  48180.  Representative:  John 
C.  Scherbarth,  22375  Haggerty  Rd.,  P.O. 
Box  400,  Northville,  MI  48167. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  fiom  Chicago,  IL,  to 
points  in  OH,  on,  south  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  OH-IN  State  line, 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Hwy  30  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  23,  and  then  along 


U.S.  Hwy  23  to  the  OH-KY  State  line, 
restricted  to  transportation  of  traffic 
having  a  prior  or  subsequent  movement 
by  rail.  (Hearing  site:  Detroit,  MI.) 

MC  57697  (Sub-21F),  filed  October  9. 
1979.  Applicant:  LESTER  SMITH 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  2645  East  5l8t  Ave., 
Denver,  CO  80216.  Representative: 
David  J.  Lister,  3841  North  Columbia 
Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  17039,  Portland,  OR 
97217.  Transporting  (l)(a)  commodities 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  and  (b) 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 
in  mixed  shipments  with  the 
commodities  named  in  (l)(a)  above,  (2) 
self-propelled  articles  (except 
automobiles,  trucks  and  buses,  other 
than  construction  equipment),  in 
truckaway  service,  (3)  machinery,  parts, 
and  supplies  for  self-propelled  articles, 
(4)  metal  articles,  (5)  non-ferrous  pipe, 
and  (6)  construction  materials,  between 
points  in  WY  and  CO,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  OK,  AR,  TX, 
and  LA.  (Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO.) 

MC  59206  (Sub-28F),  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  HOLLAND  MOTOR 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  750  East  40th  St., 
Holland,  MI  49423.  Representative: 
Kenneth  De  Vries  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Over  regular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Conunission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  (1)  between  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  and  Toledo,  OH,  over  U.S. 
Hwy  24,  serving  no  intermediate  points 
(2)  between  Fort  Wayne,  IN  and  Lima, 
OH,  serving  no  intermediate  points: 
fiom  Fort  Wayne  over  U.S.  Hwy  30  to 
junction  OH  Hwy  309,  then  over  OH 
Hwy  309  to  Lima,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  (3)  between  South  Bend,  IN 
and  Toledo,  OH,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  (a)  fiom  South  Bend  over 
Interstate  Hwys  80  and  90,  and  (b)  over 
U.S.  Hwy  20,  to  Toledo,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  (4)  between  Niles,  MI 
and  Tekonsha,  MI,  over  MI  Hwy  60, 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  (5) 
between  Jackson,  MI  and  Cincinnati, 

OH,  over  U.S.  Hwy  127,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  (6)  between  Toledo, 
OH  and  Jackson,  MI,  serving  no 
intermediate  points:  fiom  Toledo  over 
Interstate  Hwy  23,  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
223,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  223  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  127  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  127  to 
Jackson,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
(7)  between  Fort  Wayne,  IN  and 
Findlay,  OH,  serving  no  intermediate 
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points:  frdm  Fort  Wayne  over  IN  Hwy  14 
to  junction  OH  Hwy  613,  then  over  OH 
Hwy  613  to  junction  OH  Hwy  15,  then 
over  OH  Hwy  15,  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
224,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  224  to  Findlay, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  (8) 
between  Grand  Rapids,  MI  and 
Saginaw,  MI,  serving  no  intermediate 
points:  (a)  from  Grand  Rapids  over  U.S. 
Hwy  131  to  junction  MI  Hwy  46,  then 
over  MI  Hwy  46  to  Saginaw,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  and  (b)  from  Grand 
Rapids  over  U.S.  Hwy  131  to  junction  MI 
Hwy  57,  then  over  MI  Hwy  57  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  75,  than  over 
Interstate  Hvyy  75  to  Saginaw,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  and  (9) 
between  South  Bend,  IN  and  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  20  over  IN  Hwy  2,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  as  alternate  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only  in  (1) 
through  (9)  above.  (Hearing  site: 

Chicago,  IL,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — Applicant  intends  to  tack  the  above 
routes  with  its  otherwise  authorized  regular 
routes. 

MC  60066  (Sub-15F),  filed  October  9. 
1979.  Applicant:  BEE  LINE  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  1804  Paul  St.,  Omaha, 
NE  68102.  Representative:  Donald  L. 
Stem,  Suite  610,  7171  Mercy  Rd.  Omaha, 
NE  68106.  Transporting  (1)  shock 
absorbers,  from  Cozad,  NE,  to  Detroit, 

MI  and  Batavia,  IL;  and  (2)  materials 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  shock 
absorbers,  from  Toledo,  OH,  to  Cozad, 
NE.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE.) 

MC  61396  (Sub-376F),  filed  October  12, 
1979.  Applicant:  HERMAN  BROS.  INC., 
2565  St.  Marys  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  189, 
Omaha,  NE  68101.  Representative: 

Duane  L.  Stromer  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  cement,  horn 
the  facilities  of  Marquette  Cement  Co., 
at  Cowan,  TN,  to  points  in  AL,  GA,  KY, 
SC,  NC,  TN,  VA,  AR,  FL,  MO,  OH,  MS, 

IL,  IN,  and  LA.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha, 

NE,  or  Chattanooga,  TN.) 

MC  63417  (Sub-249F),  filed  September 

27, 1979.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY, 
INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  13447, 
Roanoke,  VA  24034.  Representative: 
William  E.  Bain  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  (1)  plastic 
articles,  and  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities 
named  in  (1)  above  (except  commodities 
in  bulk  and  those  which  because  of  size 
and  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  between  the  facilities  of 
Fort  Howard  Paper  Company,  at  or  near 
Muskogee,  OK,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AL,  AR,  CO,  FL,  GA, 
IL,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MS,  MO,  NE,  NM,  NC, 
OK,  SC,  TN,  TX,  and  VA.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 


MC  63417  (Sub-250F),  filed  September 

28. 1979.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY, 
INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  13447, 
Roanoke,  VA  24034.  Representative: 
William  E.  Bain  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  (1)  central 
heating  and  air  conditioning  equipment 
(except  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment),  and  (2)  parts  for  die 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  (except 
commodities  requiring  special 
equipment),  from  Nashville,  TN,  to 
points  in  AL,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KY,  MD,  MI, 
MS,  NC,  NY,  OH,  PA,  SC,  VA,  WV,  and 
DC.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  63417  (Sub-251F),  filed  October  11, 
1979.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY, 
INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  13447, 
Roanoke,  VA  24034.  Representative: 
William  E.  Bain  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  (1)  water 
heaters,  heating  boilers,  hot  water 
tanks,  and  solar  heating  panels,  from 
McBee,  SC,  to  those  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  WI,  IL,  MO,  and 
TX;  and  (2)  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  in  the  reverse  direction, 
restricted  in  (1)  and  (2)  above  against 
the  transportation  of  commodities  in 
bulk  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment.  (Hearing  site:  Roanoke,  VA.) 

MC  63417  (Sub-252F),  filed  October  11, 
1979.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
TRANSFER  COMPANY, 
INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  13447, 
Roanoke,  VA  24034.  Representative: 
William  E.  Bain  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  (1)  containers 
and  container  ends,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  between 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI),  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Reynolds  Metals  Co. 

(Hearing  site:  Roanoke,  VA.) 

MC  95876  (Sub-314F),  filed  September 

27. 1979.  Applicant:  ANDERSON 
TRUCKING  SERVICE,  INC.,  203  Cooper 
Ave.  No.,  St,  Cloud,  MN  56301. 
Representative:  William  L.  Libby  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
building  materials,  from  the  facilities  of 
Cornell  Corporation,  at  or  near  Cornell, 
WI,  to  points  in  IL,  IN.  MI,  MN,  OH,  NV, 
NM,  PA,  VA,  and  WV,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  the 
named  origin.  (Hearing  site: 

Minneapolis,  or  Madison,  WI.) 

MC  95876  (Sub-315F),  filed  September 

27, 1979.  Applicant:  AIWERSON 
TRUCKING  SERVICE.  INC.,  203  Cooper 
Ave.  No.,  St,  Cloud,  MN  56301. 


Representative:  William  L.  Libby  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
brick  and  structural  facing  tile,  (1)  ft’om 
points  in  Bastrop  County,  TX  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
and  (2)  from  East  Canton,  OH,  to  points 
in  MS,  LA  and  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Austin, 
TX,  or  Houston,  TX.) 

MC  95876  (Sub-316F).  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  ANDERSON 
TRUCKING  SERVICE,  INC.,  203  Cooper 
Avenue  North,  St.  Cloud,  MN  56301. 
Representative:  Robert  D.  Gisvold,  1000 
First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Minneapolis, 
MN  55402.  Transporting  (1)  tractors,  (2) 
industrial,  constructian,  and  excavating 
equipment,  [2]  material  handling 
equipment,  and  (4)  parts  and 
attachments  for  the  commodities  in  (1), 
(2),  and  (3)  above,  from  the  facilities  of  J. 
I.  Case  Company,  at  or  near  (a)  Racine 
and  Wausau,  WI,  (b)  Terre  Haute,  IN, 

(c)  Burlington  and  Bettendorf,  LA,  and 

(d)  Wichita,  KS.  to  points  in  the  states  of 
AR.  ID.  LA.  KS,  LA.  MN,  MS,  MO,  MT. 
NE,  ND,  OK,  OR.  SD.  TX,  TN.  WA  and 
WY,  (Hearing  site:  Milwaukee,  WI,  or 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  95876  (Sub-317F),  filed:  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  AND^SON 
TRUCKING  SERVICE.  INC.,  203  Cooper 
Ave.  No.,  St.  Cloud,  MN  56301. 
Representative:  William  L.  Libby  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  iron 
and  steel  articles  ft’om  Middletown,  OH, 
to  points  in  LA,  MN,  ME,  ND,  SD  and 
WI.  (Hearing  site:  Cincinnati,  OH  or 
Minneapolis,  MN.) 

MC  95876  (Sub-318F),  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  AND^SON 
TRUCKING  SERVICE.  INC.,  203  Cooper 
Ave.  No.,  St.  Cloud,  MN  56301. 
Representative:  William  L.  Libby  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
welding  equipment,  and  parts  and 
accessories  for  welding  equipment,  from 
Houston,  TX  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Houston,  or  Dallas,  1^.) 

MC  95876  (Sub-319F),  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  ANDERSON 
TRUCKING  SERVICE.  INC.,  203  Cooper 
Ave.  No.,  St.  Cloud,  MN  56301. 
Representative:  William  L.  Libby  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
overhead  cranes,  and  parts,  accessories 
and  attachments  for  overhead  cranes, 
from  Houston,  TX,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Houston,  or  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  102567  (Sub-242F),  filed:  October 

12, 1979.  Applicant:  McNAIR 
TRANSPORT,  INC,,  4295  Meadow  Lane, 
P.O.  Drawer  5357,  Bossier  City,  LA 
71111.  Representative:  Joe  C.  Day,  13403 
Northwest  Fwy.,  Suite  130,  Houston,  TX 
77040.  Transporting  molasses  based 
liquid  animal  feed,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
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vehicles,  from  Gretna,  LA  to  points  in 
AL  and  MS.  (Hearing  site:  New  Orleans, 
LA.) 

MC  102567  (Sub-243F),  filed  October 

15. 1979.  Applicant:  McNAIR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  4295  Meadow  Lane, 
P.O.  Drawer  5357,  Bossier  City,  LA  7111. 
Representative:  Joe  C.  Day,  13403 
Northwest  Fwy.,  Suite  130,  Houston,  TX 
77040.  Transporting  chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tsuik  vehicles,  (1)  ft’om  the  facilities  of 
Union  C^lrbide  Corporation,  at  or  near 
Taft,  LA,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK,  AR,  HI,  and  LA],  and  (2) 
from  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK,  HI,  and  LA),  to  the  origin  in  (1) 
above.  (Hearing  site:  Houston,  TX.) 

MC  105566  (Sub-210F),  filed  October 

11. 1979.  Applicant:  SAM  TANKSLEY 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1120,  Cape 
Girardeau,  MO  63701.  Representative: 
Thomas  F.  Kilroy,  Suite  406,  Executive 
Bldg.,  6901  Old  Keene  Mill  Rd., 
Springfield,  VA  22150.  Transporting 
general  cammadities  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
used  by  Northeastern  Pennsylvania 
Shippers  Cooperative,  Association,  at 
points  in  (a)  Broome,  Chemug,  and 
Steuben  Counties,  NY,  and  (b)  Franklin, 
Lackawanna,  Lehigh,  Luzerne, 
Northampton,  Tioga,  and  vVayne 
Counties,  PA,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO, 
ID,  IL,  MI,  MN,  MO,  MT,  NV,  NM,  OR, 
TX,  UT,  WA,  and  WY.  Condition:  The 
certificate  issued  in  this  proceeding,  to 
the  extent  it  authorizes  the 
transportation  of  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  shall  be  limited  in  point  of 
time  to  a  period  expiring  5  years  fi'om  its 
date  of  issue.  (Hearing  site: 

Philadelphia,  PA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  107107  (Sub-478F),  filed  October 

11. 1979.  Applicant:  ALTERMAN 
TRANSPORT  UNES,  INC.,  12805  N.W. 
42nd  Ave.,  Opa  Locka,  FI  33054. 
Representative:  Ford  W.  Sewell  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  such 
cammadities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
grocery  and  food  business  or  by 
agricultural  feed  business  houses 
(except  commodities  in  bulk],  from 
Louisville,  KY,  Pittsburgh,  PA,  and 
Newark,  DE,  and  points  in  MI  and  OH, 
to  those  points  in  the  United  States  in 
aiid  east  of  TX,  OK,  CO,  NE,  SD,  and 
ND.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  107496  (Sub-1248F),  filed  October 

10. 1979.  Applicant:  RUAN  TRANSPORT 
CORPORATION,  666  Grand  Ave.,  Des 
Moines,  LA  50309.  Representative:  E. 
Check,  P.O.  Box  855,  Des  Moines,  LA 
50304.  Transporting  chemicals  and 
plastics,  in  bulk,  between  the  facilities 
of  Borg-Wamer  Chemicals,  Borg-Wamer 
Corporation,  at  or  near  Ottawa,  IL,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 


(Hearing  site:  Des  Moines,  LA,  or 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  108937  (Sub-59F),  filed  October  15, 
1979,  Applicant:  MURPHY  MOTOR 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  2323  Terminal 
Rd.,  St.  Paul,  MN  55113.  Representative: 
Jerry  E.  Hess,  P.O.  Box  43640,  St.  Paul, 
MN  55164.  Transporting  gfenero/ 
cammadities  (except  those  of  unusual, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
hides,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment],  serving  the 
facilities  of  John  Morrell  &  Co.,  at  or 
near  Easterville,  LA,  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  carrier’s 
otherwise  authorized  regular  route 
operations.  (Hearing  site:  St.  Paul,  MN, 
or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  109397  (Sub-478F),  filed  October 

12. 1979.  Applicant:  TRI-STATE  MOTOR 
TRANSIT  CO.,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
113,  Joplin,  MO  64801.  Representative: 

A.  N.  Jacobs  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  (1)  machinery 
and  machinery  parts,  (2)  attachments 
for  the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  (3) 
equipment  and  accessories  used  in  the 
installation  and  maintenance  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  and  (4)  iron 
and  steel  articles,  from  points  in  Hablan 
County,  TN,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  KnoxviUe,  TN.) 

MC  109397  (Sub-479F),  filed  October 

15. 1979.  Applicant:  TRI-STATE  MOTOR 
TRANSIT  CO.,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
113,  Joplin,  MO  64801.  Representative: 

A.  N.  Jacobs  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  (1)  machinery 
and  machinery  parts,  (2)  attachments 
for  the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  (3) 
equipment  and  accessories  used  in  the 
installation,  operation,  and  maintenance 
of  the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  and  (4) 
metal  articles,  from  Nashville  and 
Dickson,  TN,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  including  AK  but  excluding  HI. 
(Hearing  site:  Nashville,  TN.) 

MC  113106  (Sub-80F),  filed  October  12, 
1979.  Applicant:  THE  BLUE  DIAMOND 
COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  4401  East 
Fairmount  Ave.,  Baltimore,  MD  21224. 
Representative:  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  366 
Executive  Bldg.,  1030  15th  St.,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20005.  Transporting 
malt  beverages,  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  malt 
beverages  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
(a)  fi'om  the  facilities  of  Pabst  Brewing 
Company,  at  Newark,  NJ,  to  points  in 
PA,  MD,  DE,  and  DC,  and  those  points  in 
NY  on  and  west  of  Interstate  Hwy  81, 
and  (b)  between  the  facilities  of  Pabst 
Brewing  Company,  at  points  in  Houston 
County,  GA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 


the  other,  points  in  NC,  SC,  VA,  MD, 
and  DC.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  113106  (Sub-81F),  filed  October  12, 
1979.  Applicant:  THE  BLUE  DIAMOND 
COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  4401  East 
Fairmount  Ave.,  Baltimore,  MD  21224. 
Representative:  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  366 
Executive  Bldg.,  1030 15th  St.,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20005.  Transporting 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  manufacturers  of  glass  and 
plastic  products,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  between  points  in  ME,  NH,  VT, 
MA,  CT,  RI,  NY,  NJ,  PA,  OH,  DE,  MD, 
VA,  NC,  SC,  GA,  ^  and  DC,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Metropak  Container  Corporation. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  113267  (Sub-369F),  filed 
September  27, 1979.  Applicant: 

CENTRAL  &  SOUTHERN  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  3215  Tulane  Rd.,  P.O.  Box 
30130  AMF,  Memphis,  TN  38130. 
Representative:  Lawrence  A.  Fischer 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  (1)  iawnmowers,  and  (2) 
material,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufactme  of  Iawnmowers 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  (1) 
between  Selma,  AL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IN,  IL,  LA, 

MN,  MO,  and  WI,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
and  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of 
Southland  Mower  Company,  at  Selma, 
AL.  (Hearing  site:  Birmingham,  AL,  or 
Memphis,  TN.) 

MC  113267  (Sub-370F),  filed  October 

11, 1979.  Applicant:  CENTRAL  & 
SOUTHERN  TANK  UNES,  INC.,  3215 
Tulane  Rd.,  P.O.  Box  30130  AMF, 
Memphis,  TN  38130.  Representative: 
Lawrence  A.  Fischer  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  meats,  meat 
products,  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packing  houses  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
conunodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
used  by  John  Morrell  &  Co.,  at  or  near 
Montgomery,  AL,  to  points  in  AR,  FL, 

GA,  IL,  IN,  LA,  IfS,  KY,  LA,  MI,  MS,  MO, 
NC,  OK,  OH,  SC,  SD,  TN,  TX  and  WI, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  above  named  origin. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL,  or  Memphis, 
TN.) 

MC  113406  (Sub-15F),  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  DOT  LINES,  INC.,  1000 
Findlay  Road,  P.O.  Box  1526,  Lima,  Ohio 
45802.  Representative:  Paul  F.  Beery,  275 
East  State  St.,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215. 
Transporting  (1)  fiberboard  or 
paperboard  fillers,  (2)  fiberboard 
partitions,  and  (3)  equipment,  materials 
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and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  and  (2)  above 
(except  commoditie  in  bulk],  between 
Eaton,  IN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  OH.  (Hearing  site: 
Coliunbus,  OH.) 

MC 115557  (Sub-26F],  filed  October  12, 
1979.  Applicant;  CHARLES  A. 
McCauley,  308  Leasure  Way,  New 
Bethelem,  PA  16242.  Representative: 
Henry  M.  Wick,  Jr.,  2310  Grant  Bldg., 
Pittsburgh,  PA  15219.  Transporting  (1) 
cardboard  cartons  and  paper  cartons, 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  between  the 
facilities  of  Cameo  Container 
Corporation  in  Chicago,  IL  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  including  AK  and  HI. 
(Hearing  site;  Pittsburgh,  PA  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  115826  (Sub-548F),  filed  October 

12, 1979.  Applicant:  W.  J.  DIGBY,  INC., 
6015  East  58th  Ave.,  Commerce  City,  CO 
80022.  Representative:  Howard  Gore 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  meats,  meat  products, 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packing  houses,  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk],  from  the  facilities 
of  Iowa  Beef  Processors,  at  or  near  (a) 
Dakota  City  and  West  Point,  NE,  (b) 
Denison  and  Ft.  Dodge,  lA,  and  (c) 
Luveme,  MN,  to  points  in  CO,  lA,  IL,  IN, 
KS.  KY,  MI,  MN,  MO,  ND,  NE,  OH,  SD, 
and  WI. 

MC  115826  (Sub-549F),  filed  October 

12, 1979.  Applicant:  W.  j.  DIGBY,  INC., 
6015  East  58th  Ave.,  Commerce  City,  CO 
80022.  Representative:  Howard  Gore 
(same  address  as  applicant). 

Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  foodstuffs  and  commodities  in 
bulk],  between  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI],  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of  Dutch 
Boy,  Inc.,  Dutch  Boy  Paints,  Baltimore 
Paint  and  Chemical,  Synkoloid  Co., 
Glow-Lite,  Solar  Electric,  Rhodes 
Plastics,  Clear  Shield  Plastics,  Culman 
Products  and  Mueller  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing.  Condition:  Any 
certificate  issued  in  this  proceeding  to 
the  extent  it  authorizes  the 
transportation  of  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  shall  be  limited  in  point  of 
time  to  a  period  expiring  5  years  from  its 
date  of  issue.  (Hearing  site:  Denver, 

CO.) 

MC  117676  (Sub-15F],  filed  October  11, 
1979.  Applicant:  HERMS  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  620  Pear  St.,  Trenton,  NJ  08648. 


Representative:  Alan  Kahn,  1920  Two 
Penn  Center  Plaza,  Philadelphia,  PA 
19102.  Transporting  limestone,  in  bags, 
fi'om  Adams,  MA,  and  Canaan  and  Falls 
Village,  CT,  to  the  facilities  of  American 
Biltrite,  Inc.,  at  Trenton.  NJ.  (Hearing 
site:  Philadelphia,  PA,  or  Washington, 
DC.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  119777  (Sub-420F],  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant;  LIGON  SPECIALIZED 
HAULTO,  INC.,  Highway  85-East, 
Madisonville,  KY  42431.  Representative: 
Carl  U.  Hurst,  P.O.  Drawer  “L”, 
Madisonville,  KY  42431.  Transporting  (1) 
aluminum  articles,  (2)  foil,  doors, 
windows,  door  fi'ames,  overhead 
closures,  and  filters,  and  (3)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  or  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  and  (2)  above, 
between  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI],  restricted  (a)  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  facilities  of  Consolidated 
Aluminum  Corp.,  and  (b)  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of 
commodities  in  bulk.  (Hearing  site:  St. 
Louis,  MO.) 

MC  119777  (Sub-421F],  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  LIGON  SPECIALIZED 
HAULER,  INC.,  Highway  85-East, 
Madisonville,  KY  42431.  Representative: 
Carl  U.  Hurst,  P.O.  Drawer  “L”, 
Madisonville,  KY  42431.  Transporting 
oils,  greases,  petroleum  chemicals,  and 
articles  used  in  the  care  and 
maintenance  of  automotive  vehicles 
(except  commodities  in  bulk],  from  St. 
Louis,  MO,  to  points  in  AL,  AZ,  CA,  CO, 
CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  ID,  IN.  KY,  LA,  ME,  MD, 
MA,  MI,  MN,  MS,  MT,  NE,  NH,  MJ,  MO, 
NM,  NY,  NC,  ND.  OH.  OR.  PA,  RI,  SC. 
SD,  TN.  TX,  UT,  VT,  VA,  WA,  WV,  WI, 
and  WY.  (Hearing  site:  Cincinnati,  OH.) 

MC  119777  (Sub-422F].  filed  October  9. 
1979.  Applicant:  LIGON  SPECIALIZED 
HAULER.  INC.,  Highway  85-East, 
Madisonville,  KY  42431.  Representative: 
Carl  U.  Hurst,  P.O.  Drawer  “L”, 
Madisonville,  KY  42431.  Transporting 
expanded  plastic  insulation,  from 
Kansas  City,  MO,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  119777  (Sub-423F],  filed  October 

15, 1979.  Applicant:  LIGON 
SPECIAUZED  HAULER.  INC.,  Highway 
85-East,  Madisonville,  KY  42431. 
Representative:  Carl  U.  Hurst,  P.O. 
Drawer  “L”,  Madisonville,  KY  42431. 
Transporting  (1)  gravel  and  stone 
handling  equipment,  and  (2)  parts, 
attachments,  and  accessories  for  the 
commodities  described  in  (1)  above, 
from  the  facilities  of  Sesco  ^gineering 
&  Supply  Corp.,  at  or  near  North  Kansas 
City,  MO,  to  points  in  the  United  States 


(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  119827  (SubT8F],  filed  October  9. 
1979.  Applicant:  KEY  LINE  AIR 
FREIGHT.  INC.,  26600  Van  Bom  Rd., 
Dearborn  Heights,  MI  48125. 
Representative:  Richard  Simpson  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  of  imusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment],  (a) 
between  points  in  Lapeer,  Lenawee, 
Livingston,  Macomb,  Monroe,  Oakland, 
St.  Clair,  Sanilac,  Washtenaw  and 
Wayne  Counties,  MI,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Defiance, 
Fulton,  Henry,  Lucas,  Ottawa  and 
Williams  Coimties,  OH,  and  (b)  between 
points  in  Lapeer,  Lenawee,  Livingston, 
Macomb,  Monroe,  Oakland,  St.  Clair, 
Sanilac,  and  Washtenaw  Counties,  MI, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Wayne  County,  MI,  restricted  in  (a)  and 
(b)  above  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  the  Ford  Motor  Company.  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  123407  (Sub-616F],  filed  October 

15, 1979.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Sawyer  Center, 
Route  1,  Chesterton,  IN  46304. 
Representative:  H.  E.  Miller,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
fencing,  supplies  and  materials  used  in 
the  installation  of  fencing,  fi'om 
Gladstone  and  Stephenson,  MI,  to  points 
in  AL,  AR.  CO.  FL,  GA,  IL.  IN,  LA,  KS. 
KY.  LA.  MN,  MS,  MO,  NE.  NC.  ND,  OH. 
OK,  SC,  SD.  TN,  TX.  VA.  WV.  and  WI. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  124306  (Sub-74F],  filed  October  11. 
1979.  Applicant:  KENAN  TRANSPORT 
COMPANY,  INCORPORATED,  P.O.  Box 
2729,  Chapel  Hill,  NC  27514. 
Representative:  Richard  A.  Mehley,  1000 
16th  St.  NW.,  Washington.  DC  20036. 
Transporting  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  between  points  in  Spartanburg 
County,  SC,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  AL,  FL,  GA,  LA,  NC,  MS, 
PA,  TN,  TX.  VA.  and  WV.  CONDITION: 
Person  or  persons  who  appears  to  be 
engaged  in  common  control  between 
applicant  and  another  regular  carrier 
must  either  file  an  application  under  49 
U.S.C.  11343(A]  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  or  submit  an  affidavit 
indicating  why  such  approval  is 
unnecessary.  (Hearing  site:  Spartanburg, 
SC,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  125417  (Sub-16F],  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  BULK  FREIGHTWAYS, 
8332  Wilcox  Avenue,  South  Gate,  CA 
90280.  Representative:  Patricia  M. 
Schnegg,  707  Wilshire  Boulevard,  1800 
United  California  Bank  Building,  Los 
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Angeles,  CA  90017.  Transporting  dry 
plastic  materials,  in  bulk,  from  points  in 
Los  Angeles  and  Orange  Counties,  CA, 
to  points  in  AZ.  (Hearing  site:  Los  ' 
Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  125777  (Sub-262F),  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  JACK  GRAY 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  4600  East  15th  Ave., 
Gary,  IN  46406.  Representative:  Allan  C. 
Zuckerman,  39  South  LaSalle  St., 
Chicago,  IL  60603.  Transporting 
commodities  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
glass  and  glass  products,  in  bulk,  in 
dump  vehicles,  between  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  (a)  Coming  Glass  Works,  (b) 
Brockway  Glass  Company,  Inc.,  and  (cj 
the  Ball  Corporation.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL.j 

MC  125996  (Sub-88F),  filed  October  15, 
1979.  Applicant:  GOLDEN 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
26908,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84125. 
Representative:  Mac  R.  Reber  (ssme 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
periodicals,  from  Pewaukee,  WI,  to 
points  in  AZ,  CA  (except  Los  Angeles 
and  San  Francisco),  CO  (except  Denver), 
lA,  KS,  MN,  MO,  OK,  OR,  and  WA 
(except  Seattle).  (Hearing  site:  Chicago, 
IL.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
MC  126826  (Sub-3F),  filed  October  12, 
1979.  Applicant:  KENNETH  SCHMIDT, 
269  South  Rebecca  St.,  Saxonburg,  PA 
16056.  Representative:  Jerome  Solomon, 
3131  U.S.  Steel  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  PA 
15219.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
moving  on  bills  of  lading  of  freight 
forwarders  as  defined  in  49  U.S.  Code 
§  10102  §  8,  between  Pittsburgh,  PA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Lawrence  County,  PA.  (Hearing  site: 
Pittsburgh,  PA.) 

MC  129077  (Sub-3F),  filed  September 

30, 1979.  Applicant:  APACA,  INC.,  423  • 
Wyoming,  SE.,  Albuquerque,  NM  87123. 
Representative:  Jack  Smith,  420  Lomas 
Blvd„  NW.,  Albuquerque,  NM  87102. 
Transporting  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  in  NM.  (Hearing  site: 

Albuquerque,  NM.) 

MC  134467  (Sub-53F),  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  POLAR  EXPRESS,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  845,  Springdale,  AR  72764. 
Representative:  Charles  M.  Williams, 

350  Capitol  Life  Center,  1600  Sherman 
Street,  Denver,  CO  80203.  Transporting 
(1)  paper  and  paper  products  (except 


commodities  in  bulk),  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  paper 
and  paper  products,  between  the 
facilities  of  Scott  Paper  Company,  in  AL, 
AR,  DE,  NJ,  PA,  and  WI,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  PA, 
OH,  IN,  MI,  IL,  WI,  NM,  LA,  MO,  KS, 

CO,  AR,  TX,  LA,  MS,  AL,  FL,  GA,  NC, 
SC,  and  TN.  (Hearing  site:  Philadelphia, 
PA,  or  Little  Rock,  AR.) 

MC134467  (Sub-54F),  filed,  October  11, 
1979.  Applicant:  POLAR  EXPRESS,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  845,  Springdale,  AR  72764. 
Representative:  Charles  M.  Williams, 

350  Capitol  Life  Center,  1600  Sherman 
St.,  Denver,  CO  80203.  Transporting 
foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk),  from  points 
in  Washington  County,  AR,  to  points  in 
OK,  CO,  LA,  TX,  and  (Hearing  site: 
Little  Rock,  AR.) 

MC  134477  (Sub-372F),  filed  October 

12, 1979.  Applicant:  SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  5  West 
Mendota  Rd.,  West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118. 
Representative:  Thomas  D.  Fischbach, 
P.O.  Box  43496,  St.  Paul,  MN  55164. 
Transporting  meats,  meat  products, 
meat  by-products,  dairy  products  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A,  B,  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Decriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
(1)  from  Estherville,  lA  to  points  in  AL, 
FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KY,  MI,  MN,  MO,  NC, 

OH,  SC,  TN,  and  WI,  and  (2)  from  Sioux 
City,  lA  and  Sioux  Falls,  SD,  to  points  in 
IL,  IN,  MN,  MO,  and  WI,  restricted  in  (1) 
and  (2)  above  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  facilities  of  John 
Morrell  &  Co.,  at  or  near  the  above 
named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
named  destination  states.  (Hearing  site: 
St.  Paul,  MN.J 

MC  134477  (Sub-373F),  filed  October 

15, 1979.  Applicant:  SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  5  West 
Mendota  Rd.,  West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118. 
Representative:  Thomas  D.  Fischbach, 
P.O.  Box  43496,  St.  Paul,  MN  55164. 
Transporting  foodstuffs  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilaities  of  Schrafft  Candy  Co.,  at  or 
near  Boston  and  Woburn,  MA,  to  points 
in  AL,  AR,  DE,  GA,  IL,  IN,  lA,  KS,  KY, 

MD,  MI,  MN,  MO,  MS,  NE,  NC,  ND,  OH, 
PA,  SC,  SD,  TN,  VA,  WV,  WI,  and  DC. 
(Hearing  site:  St.  Paul,  MN.) 

MC  134477  (Sub-374F),  filed  October 

15, 1979.  Applicant:  SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  5  West 
Mendota  Rd.,  West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118. 
Representative:  Thomas  D.  Fischbach, 

P.O.  Box  43496,  St.  Paul,  MN  55164. 
Transporting  toys,  electronic  games, 
furniture  and  plastic  articles  (except 


commodities  in  bulk),  from  points  in  CT, 
DE,  GA,  kY,  ME,  MD,  MA,  MI,  NH,  NJ. 
NY,  NC,  OH,  PA,  RI,  SC,  TN,  VT,  VA, 
and  WV,  to  Gary,  IN.  (Hearing  site:  St. 
Paul,  MN.) 

MC  134477  (Sub-375F),  filed  October 

15, 1979.  Applicant:  SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  5  West 
Mendota  Rd.,  West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118. 
Representative:  Thomas  D.  Fischbach, 
P.O.  Box  43496,  St.  Paul,  MN  55164. 
Transporting  (1)  autamobile  parts  and 
(2)  materails  and  supplies,  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  automobiles  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  points  in  CT, 
DE.  GA,  KY.  ME,  MD.  MA,  NH.  NJ.  NY. 
NC,  PA,  RI.  SC,  TN.  VT.  VA.  and  WV.  to 
the  facilitates  of  Ford  Motor  Company, 
at  or  near  St.  Paul,  MN.  (Hearing  site:  St. 
Paul,  MN.) 

MC  135797  (Sub-261F).  filed 
September  27, 1979.  Applicant:  J.  B. 
HUNT  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  130, 
Lowell.  AR  72745.  Representative:  Paul 
R.  Bergant  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  Commercial 
Distribution  Center  at  or  near  Kansas 
City,  MO  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA, 
KY,  LA,  MS,  NC,  SC  and  TN.  (Hearing 
site:  Kansas  City,  MO,  or  Washington, 
DC.) 

MC  135797  (Sub-267F).  filed  October 

15. 1979.  Applicant:  J.  B.  HUNT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  130, 

Lowell,  AR  72745.  Representative:  Paul 
R.  Bergant  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  animal  feed  additives, 
from  Lawrenceville,  GA,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  135797  (Sub-270F).  filed  October 

12. 1979.  Applicant:  J.  B.  HUNT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  130, 

Lowell,  AR  72745.  Representative:  Paul 
R.  Bergant  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  (1)  such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  by  grocery  and  food 
business  houses  (except  those 
commodities  described  in  (2)  below  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  and  (2)  meats, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  defined  in  Sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  Kansas  City,  KS,  and  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK,  HI,  and 
KS).  (Hearing  site:  Kansas  City,  KS,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  136077  (Sub-20F).  filed  September 

27. 1979.  Applicant:  REBER 
CORPORATION.  2216  Old  Arch  Rd.. 
Norristown,  PA  19401.  Representative: 
Sheri  B.  Friedman,  1600  Land  Title  Bldg., 
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100  South  Broad  St.,  Philadelphia.  PA 
19110.  Transporting  limestone,  from  the 
facilities  of  White  Pigment  Corporation, 
at  West  Manchester  Township  (York 
County),  PA,  to  points  in  NJ,  DE  and 
MD.  (Hearing  site:  Philadelphia,  PA.) 

MC  136786  (Sub-175F),  filed  October 

12. 1979.  Applicant:  ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  4475  N.E. 

3rd  St.,  Des  Moines,  lA  50313. 
Representative:  Stanley  C.  Olsen,.  Jr., 
7400  Metro  Blvd.,  Suite  411,  Edina,  MN 
55435.  Transporting  (1)  foodstuffs,  and 
(2)  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  foodstuffs  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  (a)  between  Montgomery,  AL, 

Lake  Wales,  FL,  North  Chicago,  IL,  Eau 
Claire,  MI,  Sulphur  Spings,  TX,  and 
Kenosha,  WI,  and  (b)  between  the 
points  named  in  (a)  above,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL, 

AR,  CO,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MI, 
MN,  MS,  MO,  NE,  NM,  ND,  OH,  OK,  SD, 
TN,  TX,  and  WY.  (Hearing  site: 
Minneapolis,  MN,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  136786  (Sub-177F),  filed  October 

10. 1979.  Applicant:  ROBCO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  4475  N.E. 

3rd  St.,  Des  Moines,  lA  50313. 
Representative:  Stanley  C.  Olsen,  Jr„ 

7400  Metro  Blvd.,  Suite  411,  Edina,  MN 
55435.  Transporting  (1)  paper  and  paper 
products,  and  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  production  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  (a)  between  the  facilities  of  Scott 
Paper  Company,  at  points  in  DE,  NJ,  NY, 
and  PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  AR,  IL,  IN,  LA,  MN,  MO, 
and  WI,  and  (b)  between  the  factilities 
of  Scott  Paper  Company,  at  points  in  IL, 
IN,  and  WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  AR,  LA,  KS,  MN,  MO, 

OH,  OK,  and  PA,  restricted  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  above 
named  facilities. 

MC  138157  (Sub-189F),  filed  October 

15. 1979.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT  RENTAL.  INC.  d.b.a. 
SOUTHWEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT.  P.O. 
Box  9596,  Chattanooga,  TN  37412. 
Representative:  Patrick  E.  Quirm  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  (1) 
food  supplements,  personal  care 
products,  and  household  care  products, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  Dayton, 

NJ  and  Phoenix.  AZ,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  trafhc  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of  Shaklee 
Corp.  (Hearing  site:  San  Francisco,  CAO 


Note. — Duel  operations  may  be  involved. 
MC  138297  (Sub-7F),  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  CENTRAL  FLORIDA 
COACH  UNES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  127, 
Mountaintop,  PA  18707.  Representative: 
Joseph  F.  Hoary,  121  So.  Main  St., 
Taylor,  PA  18517.  Transporting 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in  special 
and  charter  operations,  begiiming  and 
ending  at  Hazelton,  PA,  and  points  in  its 
commercial  zone,  and  extending  to 
Orlando,  Cocoa  Beach,  St.  Augustine, 
and  Tallahassee,  FL,  St.  Louis,  MO, 
Lexington,  KY,  Atlantic  City,  NJ, 
Fredericksburg,  VA,  and  Lima,  OH,  and 
points  in  their  respective  commercial 
zones.  (Hearing  site:  Wilkes  Barre,  PA.) 

MC  139207  (Sub-13F).  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  MCNABB- 
WADSWORTH  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC., 
305  S.  Wilcox  Dr.,  Kingsport,  TN  37665. 
Representative:  Henry  E.  Seaton,  929 
Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425  13th  Street, 

NW.,  Washington,  DC  20004. 
Transporting  petroleum  products,  and 
such  commodities  as  are  used  by 
service  station  operators  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
of  Exxon  Co.,  U,S,A.,  at  or  near  Baton 
Rouge,  LA,  to  points  in  TN,  NC,  and  VA. 
(Hearing  site:  Memphis,  TN.) 

MC  139207  (Sub-14F),  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  MCNABB- 
WADSWORTH  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC., 
305  S.  Wilcox  Dr.,  Kingsport,  TN  37665. 
Representative:  Henry  E.  Seaton,  929 
Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425  13th  Street, 

NW,,  Washington,  DC  20004. 
Transporting  of  canned  goods  from 
Moorehead,  MS,  to  points  in  AL,  GA, 

TN,  KY,  NC,  SC,  VA,  and  WV.  (Hearing 
site:  Jackson,  MS.) 

MC  139587  (Sub-23F),  filed  October  15, 
1979,  Applicant:  BROWN 
REFRIGERATED  EXPRESS,  INC.,  21st 
and  Sidney,  P.O.  Box  603,  Fort  Scott,  KS 
66701.  Representative:  Wilburn  L. 
Williamson,  Suite  615,  East,  The  Oil  ^ 
Center,  2601  Northwest  Expressway, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73112.  Transporting 
salt  beverages,  from  St.  Louis,  MO  to 
Frontenac,  Arkansas  City  and  Ft,  Scott, 
KS.  (Hearing  site:  Kansas  City,  MO.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
MC  139906  (Sub-75F),  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
CONTRACT  CARRIER 
CORPORATION.  2156  West  2200  So., 

P.O.  Box  30303,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT 
84125.  Representative:  Richard  A. 
Peterson,  521  So.  14th  St„  P.O.  Box 
81849,  Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Transporting 
aquariums,  aquarium  accessories, 
freeze  dried  brine  shrimp,  and 
household  pet  cages,  supplies,  and 
equipment  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  which  because  of  size  and 


weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  between  the  facilities  of 
Metaframe,  Inc.,  at  or  near  East 
Paterson,  Elmwood,  Maywood  and  Lodi, 
NJ,  to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Lincoln,  NE, 
or  Salt  Lake  City,  UT.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
MC  139906  (Sub-76F),  filed  October  9, 
1979,  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
CONTRACT  CARRIER 
CORPORATION,  2156  West  2200  So., 
P.O.  Box  30303,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT 
84125.  Representative:  Richard  A. 
Peterson,  521  So.  14th  St.,  P.O.  Box 
81849,  Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Transporting 
wearing  apparel,  from  the  facilities  of  K- 
Mart  Apparel  Corp.,  at  (a)  North  Bergen, 
NJ,  (b)  Carson,  CA,  and  (c)  Forest  Park, 
GA,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Lincoln,  NE,  or  Salt  Lake  City,  UT.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
MC  141877  (Sub-2F),  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  ROBl^T  J.  RATHWAY 
AND  WILLIAM  C.  PAULL,  JR.,  a 
Partnership,  d.b.a.  WOLFE  &  WOLFE, 

305  Crossland  Ave.,  Uniontown,  PA 
15401.  Representative:  John  A.  Pillar, 

1500  Bank  Tower,  307  Fourth  Ave., 
Pittsburgh,  PA  15222.  Transporting 
pulverized  limestone,  from  Benwood, 
WV,  to  points  in  Belmont,  Harrison, 
Monroe  and  Jefferson  Counties,  OH, 
Allegheny,  Butler,  Fayette  and 
Westmoreland  Counties,  PA,  and 
Harrison  and  Preston  Counties,  WV. 
(Hearing  site:  Pittsburgh,  PA,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  142827  (Sub-lF),  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  DE  MARLIE 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  338, 

Reynolds,  IL  61279.  Representative:  Jack 
H.  Blanshan,  Suite  200,  205  West  Touhy 
Ave.,  Park  Ridge,  IL  60068.  Transporting 
meats,  meat  products,  meat  by-products 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  as  defined  in 
Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from 
the  facilities  of  Wilson  Foods 
Corporation,  at  (1)  Cedar  Rapids,  lA,  to 
points  in  IL  (except  Chicago),  IN,  MI  and 
OH,  and  (2)  Monmouth,  IL  to  points  in 
IN,  MI  and  OH,  restricted  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  above  named  origins 
and  destined  to  the  named  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  142977  (Sub-5F),  filed  October  10, 
1979.  Applicant:  HOOSIER  FREIGHT 
UNES,  INC,,  P.O.  Box  16006, 1508  Crums 
Lane,  Louisville,  KY  40216. 

Representative:  James  K.  Stayton,  3008 
Preston  Hwy,  Louisville,  KY  40217. 
Transporting  (1)  automobile  lifts,  and 
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parts  and  supplies  for  automobile  lifts, 
from  the  facilities  of  Dover  Corporation/ 
Rotary  Lift  Division,  at  Madison,  IN,  to 
Cincinnati,  OH,  and  Louisville,  KY;  and 
(2)  paints,  steel,  wiring,  cardboard 
boxes,  petroleum,  petroleum  products, 
and  parts  and  supplies  for  automobile 
lifts,  in  the  reverse  direction.  (Hearing 
site:  Louisville,  KY,  or  Indianapolis,  IN.) 

MC 142977  (Sub-6F),  filed  October  10, 
1979.  Applicant:  HOOSIER  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  16006, 1508  Crums 
Lane,  Louisville,  KY  40216. 
Representative:  James  K.  Stayton,  3008 
Preston  Hwy,  Louisville,  KY  40217. 
Transporting  paper  and  paper  products, 

(1)  from  the  facilities  of  Kieffer  Paper 
Company,  at  Brownstown,  IN,  to 
Louisville  and  Lewisport,  KY, 

Cincinnati,  OH,  and  (2)  from  Cincinnati, 
OH,  and  Louisville,  KV,  to  the  origin 
facilities  in  (1)  above.  (Hearing  site: 
Louisville,  KY.) 

MC  144667  (Sub-llF),  filed  October  15, 
1979.  Applicant:  ARTHUR  E.  SMITH  & 
SON  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1054, 
Scottsbluff,  NE  69361.  Representative: 
Bradford  E.  Kistler,  P.O.  Box  82028, 
Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Transporting  (1) 
meats,  meat  products,  meat  by-products, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  packing 
houses,  from  Gering,  Gordon,  and 
Minden,  NE  and  Glasgow,  MT  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI); 

(2)  such  commodities  as  are  used  by 
meat  packing  houses  in  the  conduct  of 
their  business,  in  the  reverse  direction; 

(3) (a)  hydraulic  hoses  and  couplings, 
and  farm  equipment  parts,  and  (b) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  production  and  distribution  of 
commodities  in  (3)(a),  between  points  in 
Scotts  Bluff  County,  NE,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK,  HI  and  NE); 
and  (4)  such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in 
or  used  by  agricultural  and  construction 
equipment  dealers,  in  the  reverse 
direction.  (Hearing  site:  Scottsbluff,  NE, 
or  Denver,  CO.) 

MC  144827  (Sub-36F),  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  DELTA  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  2877  Farrisview,  Box 
18423,  Memphis,  TN  38118. 
Representative:  Billy  R.  Hallum  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
canned  vegetables,  from  the  facilities  of 
Woldert  Canning  Co.,  at  Lindale,  TX,  to 
points  in  AR,  AL,  GA,  MS,  NC,  OK,  SC, 
TN,  and  VA.  (Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  144927  (Sub-24F),  filed  September 
28, 1979.  Applicant:  REMINGTON 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  Box  315,  U.S.  24 
West,  Remington,  IN  47977. 
Representative:  Warren  C.  Moberly,  777 
Chamber  of  Conunerce  Bldg., 
Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  Transporting 
sound  recordings,  sound  recording  tape. 


plastic  articles  (other  than  expanded), 
record  sleeves,  record  jackets,  and 
record  labels  (1)  between  the  facilities 
of  Capitol  Records,  Inc.,  at  (a) 
Glenbrook,  CT,  (b)  Bethlehem,  PA,  (c) 
Winchester,  VA,  (d)  Jacksonville  and 
Niles,  IL,  (e)  Rosselle  and  Cranford,  NJ, 
(f)  Los  Angeles,  CA,  and  (g)  Madison 
Heights,  MI,  (2)  fi*om  the  facilities  of 
Capitol  Records,  Inc.,  at  Bethlehem,  PA, 
to  Linden,  NJ,  and  Tappan,  NY,  (3)  from 
points  in  CT,  NY,  NJ,  and  VA,  to  the 
facilities  in  (1)  and  (2)  above,  and  (4) 
from  the  facilities  of  Capitol  Records, 
Inc.,  at  Niles,  IL,  to  Minneapolis,  MN. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC,  or 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  145857  (Sub-3F),  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  K  &  R  TRUCKING  CO., 
a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  63,  Dacus  Rd., 
Preston,  GA  31824.  Representative: 
Henry  L.  Crisp,  P.O.  Box  J,  Americus, 

GA  31709.  Transporting  (1)  agricultural 
lime  and  gypsum,  from  points  in  Lee 
County,  AL,  and  Hamilton,  Madison, 
Taylor,  Jefferson,  Jackson,  and  Leon 
Counties,  FL,  to  those  points  in  GA  on, 
south  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
GA-AL  State  line  and  extending  along 
Interstate  Hwy  80  to  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  75,  and  then  along  Interstate  Hwy 
75  to  the  GA-FL  State  line,  and  (2) 
lumber,  from  points  in  Stewart, 

Webster,  and  Sumter  Counties,  GA,  to 
points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  KY,  LA,  MS,  NC, 

SC,  TN,  and  VA.  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta, 
GA,  or  Jacksonville,  FL.) 

MC  146176  (Sub-8F)  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  J  &  L  TRANSPORT, 

INC.,  Rt.  1,  Box  306,  Almond,  WI  54909. 
Representative:  Wayne  W.  Wilson,  150 
East  Gilman  St.,  Madison,  WI  53703. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
manufactiu'ed,  used,  or  dealt  in  by 
manufacturers,  coverters,  and  printers  of 
paper  and  paper  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Neenah,  WI, 
and  the  facilities  of  Hoffinaster  Co.,  Inc., 
at  or  near  Oshkosh,  WI,  to  points  in  AZ, 
CA,  NV,  OR,  and  WA.  (Hearing  site: 
Madison,  or  Oshkosh,  WI.) 

MC  146326  (Sub-8F)  filed  September 
•  30, 1979.  Applicant:  JOHN  ALGER,  SR. 
d.b.a.  ALGER  TRANSPORTATION,  9811 
Redman  Ave.,  Omaha,  NE  68134. 
Representative:  Marshall  D.  Becker, 

Suite  610,  7171  Mercy  Rd.,  Omaha,  NE 
68106.  Transporting  cable  and  wire, 
from  Omaha,  NE,  to  points  in  ND  and 

SD.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE.) 

MC  146646  (Sub-36F)  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  BRISTOW  TRUCKING 
CO.,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  6355A, 
Birmingham,  AL  35217.  Representative: 
Henry  Bristow,  Jr.  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  unfrozen 
bakery  goods,  from  Marietta,  OK,  to 
New  Rochelle,  NY,  Louisville,  KY,  Los 


Angeles,  Corona,  San  Diego,  and  La 
Habra,  CA,  Phoenix,  AZ,  Biddeford,  ME, 
Seattle,  WA,  and  Woburn,  MA, 
Condition:  Person  or  persons  who 
appears  to  be  engaged  in  common 
control  between  applicant  and  another 
regular  carrier  must  either  file  an 
application  under  49  U.S.C.  11343(A)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  or  submit 
an  affidavit  indicating  why  such 
approval  is  imecessary.  (Hearing  site: 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  or  Birmingham, 

AL.) 

MC  146646  (Sub-37F),  filed  October  15, 
1979.  Applicant:  BRISTOW  TRUCKING 
CO.,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  6355A, 
Birmingham,  AL  35217.  Representative: 
Mr.  Henry  Bristow,  Jr.  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  construction 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of 
construction  materials  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  Between  the 
facilities  of  the  Celotex  Corporation  at 
or  near  Deposit,  NY  on  the  one  hand 
and  on  the  other  points  in  the  U.S. 
(excedpt  AK  and  HI)  Condition:  Person 
or  persons  who  appear  to  be  engaged  in 
common  control  between  applicant  and 
another  regular  carrier  must  either  file 
an  application  under  49  U.S.C.  11343(a) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  or 
submit  an  affidavit  indicating  why  such 
approval  is  unnecessary.  (Hearing  site: 
Tampa,  FL,  or  Birmingham,  AL.) 

MC  146646  (Sub-38F),  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  BRISTOW  TRUCKING 
CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  6355  A, 
Birmingham,  AL  35217.  Representative: 
Henry  Bristown,  Jr.,  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  construction 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of 
construction  materials  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilities  of  the  Celotex  Corporation,  at 
or  near  Paris,  TN,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  Condition: 
Person  or  persons  who  appears  to  be 
engaged  in  common  control  between 
applicant  and  another  regular  carrier 
must  either  file  an  application  under  49 
U.S.C.  11343(A)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  or  submit  an  affidavit 
indicating  why  such  approval  is 
unnecessary.  (Hearing  site:  Tampa,  FL, 
or  Birmingham,  AL.) 

MC  146646  (Sub-39F),  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  BRISTOW  TRUCKING 
CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  6355  A, 
Birmingham,  AL  35217.  Representative: 
Henry  Bristow,  Jr.  (same  address  as  • 
applicant).  Transporting  construction 
materials,  (except  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  of  the  Celotex  Corporation,  at 
Marrero,  LA,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  ‘d  and  HI).  Condition: 
Person  or  persons  who  appears  to  be 
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engaged  in  conunon  control  between 
applicant  and  another  regular  carrier 
must  either  file  an  application  under  49 
U.S.C.  11343(A)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  or  submit  an  affidavit 
indicating  why  such  approval  is 
unnecessary.  (Hearing  site:  Tampa,  FL, 
or  Birmingham,  AL.) 

MC  146646  (Sub-46F),  filed  October  15, 
1979.  Applicant:  BRISTOW  TRUCKING 
CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  6355  A, 
Birmingham,  AL  35217.  Representative: 
Mr.  Henry  Bristow,  Jr.  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  hardwood 
flooring  (1)  from  the  facilities  of  Bruce 
Hardwood  Floors,  at  or  near  Center,  TX, 
to  points  in  AL,  AR,  GA,  LA,  MS,  and 
TN,  and  (2)  from  the  facilities  of  Bruce 
Hardwood  Floors,  at  or  near  Jackson 
and  Nashville,  TN,  to  Center,  TX. 
Condition:  Person  or  persons  who 
appears  to  be  engaged  in  common 
control  between  applicant  and  another 
regular  carrier  must  either  file  an 
application  under  49  U.S.C.  11343(A)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  or  submit 
an  affidavit  indicating  why  such 
approval  is  unnecessary.  (Hearing  site: 
Dallas,  TX,  or  Birmingham,  AL.) 

MC  147047  (Sub-3F),  filed  September 

27. 1979.  Applicant:  CAPITAL  WIRE 
AND  CABLE  CORPORATION,  d.b.a. 
CWC  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  910  10th 
St.,  Plano,  TX  75074.  Representative: 
William  Sheridan,  1025  Metker,  P.O. 
Drawer  5049,  Irving,  TX  75062. 
Transporting  empty  cans,  firom 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Chicago,  IL,  and  St. 
Louis,  MO,  to  Dallas,  TX.  (Hearing  site: 
Dallas,  TX,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  147096  (Sub-4F),  filed  September 

28. 1979.  Applicant:  MADISON 
BROTHER  SERVICE.  INC.,  101  Indiana 
Ave.,  Toledo,  OH  43602.  Representative: 
Brian  S.  Stem,  2425  Wilson  Blvd., 
Arlington,  VA  22201.  Transporting  (1) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture,  and  assembly  of 
motor  vehicles,  between  Maumee,  OH, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Detroit,  Saline,  and  Monroe,  MI,  Detroit 
Metropolitan  Wayne  County  Airport,  at 
or  near  Romulus,  MI,  and  Detroit 
Willow  Run  Airport,  near  Ypsilanti,  MI, 
and  (2)  general  commodities  (except 
those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  used  motor  vehicles, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  (a)  between  Detroit 
Metropolitan  Wayne  County  Airport,  at 
or  near  Romulus,  MI,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Monroe,  MI,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  air, 
and  (b)  between  Detroit,  MI,  on  Ae  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Cleveland, 

Lima,  and  Maumee,  OH,  and  (3)  engine 


castings,  between  Detroit  and  Flat  Rock, 
MI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Cleveland,  OH,  and  points  in  Bath 
Township  (Allen  County),  OH.  (Hearing 
site:  Detroit,  MI,  or  Toledo.  OH.) 

MC  147497  (Sub-2F),  filed  October  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  L.  DAVIGNON  &  SONS 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  Box  78,  Salisbury,  VT 
05769.  Representative:  John  R.  Barrera, 
P.O.  Box  391,  Middlebury,  VT  05753. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  (1)  cheese 
and  cheese  products  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufactiu'e  of  the  conunodities  in  (1) 
above,  between  Hinesbiu^,  VT,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
MA,  CT.  RI.  NY,  PA,  NJ.  OH.  IN,  IL.  MD, 
DE.  WV.  NC,  SC,  GA,  FL,  MI,  VA,  and 
DC,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
International  Cheese  Company,  Inc.  of 
Hinesburg,  VT.  (Hearing  site: 
Middlebiuy,  or  Burlington,  VT.) 

MC  147856  (Sub-2F),  filed  October  9, 
i979.  Applicant:  SHERRY 
STONEBRAKER  d.b.a.,  J&S  EXPRESS. 
10534  Hilltop  Rd.,  Omaha,  NE  68134. 
Representative:  Richard  D.  Howe,  600 
Hubbell  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  LA  50309. 
Transporting  wallboard  adhesives  and 
caulking  compounds,  and  (2)  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities  in 
(1)  above,  between  the  facilities  of  Ohio 
Sealants  Incorporated,  at  or  near 
Mentor,  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  CA,  CO,  MD,  MN, 

MI,  NC,  NY.  NJ,  TX,  and  UT.  (Hearing 
site:  Omaha,  NE,  or  Des  Moines,  lA.) 

MC  148337  (Sub-IF),  filed  October  12. 
1979.  Applicant:  WESTERKAMP 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Route  #2,  Pella.  lA 
50219.  Representative:  Robert  R.  Rydell, 
1020  Savings  and  Loan  Bldg.,  Des 
Moines,  lA  50309.  Transporting  meats, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts, 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing 
houses,  and  such  commodities  as  are 
used  by  meat  packers  in  the  conduct  of 
their  business,  as  defined  in  Sections  A, 
C,  and  C  in  the  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  conunodities  in  bulk), 
ft-om  Pella,  LA,  to  points  in  IL,  WI,  NE, 
MN,  and  OH.  (Hearing  site:  Des  Moines, 
LA,  or  Minneapolis,  MN.) 

MC  148387  (Sub-IF),  filed  October  12. 
1979.  Applicant:  S.M.P.  INC.,  166 
Sitgreaves  St.,  Phillipsburg,  NJ  08865. 
Representative:  George  A.  Olsen,  P.O. 
Box  357,  Gladstone,  NJ  07934. 
Transporting  (1)  pipe  and  pipe  fittings, 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
sale  of  the  commodities  in  (1)  above, 
between  the  facilities  of  Atlantic  States 
Cast  Iron  Pipe  Co.,  at  or  near 
Phillipsbiu^,  NJ,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 


on  the  other  those  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  MN,  LA,  MO,  KS, 
OK,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Newark,  NJ, 
or  New  York,  NY.) 

MC  148597F.  filed  October  9, 1979. 
Applicant:  NORRIS  SUPPLY 
COMPANY.  INC.,.  P.O.  Box  2006, 

Sparks.  NV  89431.  Representative:  J. 
Craig  Sweeney  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  (1)  petroleum 
products,  in  bulk,  and  (2)  liquid  bulk 
commodities  (except  petroleum 
products),  between  points  in  NV  and 
CA.  (Hearing  site:  Carson  City,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  148606F,  filed  October  9. 1979. 
Applicant:  SIERRA  TRUCKING.  INC.,  Rt 
1,  Box  R18-F.  Beaumont,  TX  77706. 
Representative:  Donald  B.  Henderson, 
17010  Sugar  Pine  Dr.,  Houston,  TX  77090. 
Transporting  material  lifting  equipment 
and  accessories  for  such  equipment, 
between  points  in  Calcasieu,  Cameron, 
Beauregard,  Jefferson  Davis,  Acadia, 
Allen,  Vemo,  Caddo,  DeSoto,  Sabine, 
LaFayette,  Evangeline,  Rapides,  and 
Nachitoches  Parishes,  LA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Beaiunont,  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Houston,  TX.) 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7933  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  7035-01-M 


INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[Investigation  No.  337-TA-71] 

Certain  Anaerobic  Impregnating 
Compositions  and  Components 
Therefor;  Order  To  Certify  Motion  to 
Commission 

The  presiding  officer  in  the  above- 
captioned  investigation  is  hereby 
ordered  to  certify  Motion  No.  71-30  to 
the  Commission  along  with  her 
recommendation  regarding  disposition 
of  the  motion. 

The  Secretary  will  transmit  a  copy  of 
this  order  to  the  presiding  officer  and 
serve  copies  on  each  party  of  record  to 
the  investigation. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Issued:  March  11, 1980. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  80-7982  Filed  2-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  7020-02-M 


Review  of  Certain  Countervailing  Duty 
Orders 

Note. — ^This  document  supersedes  the 
notice  published  at  45  FR  16051,  March  12, 
1980.  Portions  of  that  notice  were 
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inadvertently  omitted;  the  entire  text  appears 
below. 

Section  104(b)  of  the  Trade 
Agreements  Act  of  1979  in  pertinent  part 
provides: 

(b)  Other  Countervailing  Duty  Orders. — 

(1)  Review  by  Commission  Upon  request. — 
In  the  case  of  a  coimtervailing  duty  order 
issued  under  section  303  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930  (19  U.S.C.  1303): 

(A)  Which  is  not  a  countervailing  duty 
order  to  which  subsection  (a)  applies, 

(B)  Which  applies  to  merchandise  which  is 
the  product  of  a  country  under  the 
Agreement,  and 

(C)  Which  is  in  effect  on  January  1, 1980,  or 
which  is  issued  pursuant  to  court  order  in  an 
action  brought  under  section  516(d)  of  that 
Act  before  that  date, 

the  Commission,  upon  the  request  of  the 
government  of  such  a  country  or  bf  exporters 
accounting  for  a  signihcant  proportion  of 
exports  to  the  United  States  of  merchandise 
which  is  covered  by  the  order,  submitted 
within  3  years  after  the  effective  date  of  title 
VII  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  shall  make  a 
determination  under  paragraph  (2)  of  this 
subsection. 

(2)  Determination  by  the  Commission. — In 
a  case  described  in  paragraph  (1)  with 
respect  to  which  it  has  received  a  request  for 
review,  the  Commission  shall  commence  an 
investigation  to  determine  whether 

(A)  An  industry  in  the  United  States — 

(i)  Would  be  materially  injured,  or 

(ii)  Would  be  threatened  with  material 
injury,  or 

(B)  The  establishment  of  an  industry  in  the 
United  States  would  be  materially  retarded, 
by  reason  of  imports  of  the  merchandise 
covered  by  the  countervailing  duty  if  the 
order  were  to  be  revoked. 

It  is  the  intention  of  the  Commission 
to  establish  a  schedule  on  or  about  April 
30, 1980,  for  the  conduct  of 
investigations  pursuant  to  section  104(b) 
encompassing  requests  for  such 
investigations  that  have  been  received 
by  March  28, 1980.  In  accordance  with 
§  207.31  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure,  among  the 
factors  considered  by  the  Commission 
for  establishing  priorities  of  institution 
among  such  requests  when  the  work 
before  the  Commission  is  such  as  to 
make  immediate  investigation  in  such 
cases  impractical  are: 

(a)  The  trade  interests  of  the  United 
States; 

(b)  The  length  of  time  a  coimtervailing 
duty  order  has  been  in  effect  (longest 
first); 

(c)  The  volume  of  trade  of  the  product 
in  question;  and 

(d)  The  appropriateness  of 
consolidation  of  investigations  relating 
to  like  products. 

Additional  investigations,  requests  for 
which  are  received  after  March  28, 1980, 
and  before  December  31, 1982,  will  be 
scheduled  at  later  dates. 


Issued:  March  11, 1980. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 
Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

pH  Doc.  80-7961  FUed  3-13-80;  8-45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Employment  and  Training 
Administration 

Federal-State  Unemployment 
Compensation  Program;  New 
Extended  Benefit  Period  In  the  State 
of  Rhode  Island 

This  notice  announces  the  beginning 
of  a  new  Extended  Benefit  Period  in  the 
State  of  Rhode  Island,  effective  on 
March  9, 1980. 

Background 

The  Federal-State  Extended 
Unemployment  Compensation  Act  of 
1970  (26  U.S.C.  3304  note)  established 
the  Extended  Benefit  Program  as  a  part 
of  the  Federal-State  Unemployment 
Compensation  Program.  The  Extended 
Benefit  Program  takes  effect  during 
periods  of  high  unemployment  in  a  State 
or  the  nation,  to  furnish  up  to  13  weeks 
of  additional  benefits  to  eligible 
individuals  who  have  exhausted  their 
rights  to  regular  benefits  under 
permanent  State  and  Federal 
unemployment  compensation  laws.  Part 
615  of  Title  20,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  implements  the  statute  (20 
CFR  Part  615). 

In  accordance  with  section  203(e)  of 
the  Act,  the  Rhode  Island  unemployment 
compensation  law  provides  that  there  is 
a  State  “on"  indicator  in  the  State  for  a 
week  if  the  head  of  the  State 
employment  security  agency  determines, 
in  accordance  with  20  CFR  615.12(e), 
that,  for  the  period  consisting  of  that 
week  and  the  immediately  preceding  12 
weeks,  the  rate  of  insured 
unemployment  under  the  State 
unemployment  compensation  law 
equalled  or  exceeded  the  State  trigger 
rate.  20  CFR  615.12(b)  or  (c).  The 
Extended  Benefit  Period  actually  begins 
with  the  third  week  following  the  week 
for  which  there  is  an  "on”indicator.  A 
benefit  period  will  be  in  effect  for  a 
minimum  of  13  consecutive  weeks,  and 
will  end  the  third  week  after  there  is  an 
“off’  indicator. 

Determination  of  “On”  Indicator 

The  head  of  the  employment  security 
agency  of  the  State  of  Rhode  Island  has 
determined  that,  for  the  period 
consisting  of  the  week  ending  on 
February  23, 1980,  and  the  immediately 
precedirig  12  weeks,  the  rate  of  insured 


unemployment  in  the  State  equalled  or 
exceeded  the  State  trigger  rate. 

Therefore,  an  Extended  Benefit  Period 
commenced  in  that  State  with  the  week 
beginning  on  March  9, 1980. 

Information  for  Claimants 

The  duration  of  Extended  Benefits 
payable  in  the  new  Extended  Benefit 
Period,  and  the  terms  and  conditions  on 
which  they  are  payable,  are  governed  by 
the  Act  and  the  State  unemployment 
compensation  law.  The  State 
employment  security  agency  will  furnish 
a  written  notice  of  potential  entitlement 
to  Extended  Benefits  to  each  individual 
who  has  established  a  benefit  year  in 
the  State  that  will  expire  after  the  new 
Extended  Benefit  Period  begins,  and 
who  has  exhausted  all  rights  imder  the 
State  unemployment  compensation  law 
to  regular  benefits  before  the  beginning 
of  the  new  Extended  Benefit  Period.  20 
CFR  615.13(d)(1).  The  State  employment 
security  agency  also  will  provide  such 
notice  promptly  to  each  individual  who 
exhausts  all  ri^ts  under  the  State 
unemployment  compensation  law  diuing 
the  Extended  Benefit  Period,  including 
exhaustion  by  reason  of  the  expiration 
of  the  individual’s  benefit  year.  20  CFR 
615.13(d)(2). 

Persons  who  believe  they  may  be 
entitled  to  Extended  Benefits  in  the 
State  of  Rhode  Island,  or  who  wish  to 
inquire  about  their  rights  under  the 
Extended  Benefit  Program,  should 
contact  the  nearest  State  Employment 
Office  of  the  Rhode  Island  Department 
of  Employment  Security  in  their  locality. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  7, 
1980. 

Ernest  G.  Green, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Employment  and 
Training. 

(FR  Doc  80-7869  FUed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4S10-30-M 


Federal-State  Unemployment 
Compensation  Program;  New 
Extended  Benefit  Period  in  the  State 
of  New  Jersey 

This  notice  announces  the  beginning 
of  a  new  Extended  Benefit  Period  in  the 
State  of  New  Jersey,  effective  on  March 
9, 1980. 

Background 

The  Federal-State  Extended 
Unemployment  Compensation  Act  of 
1970  (26  U.S.C.  3304  note)  established 
the  Extended  Benefit  Program  as  a  part 
of  the  Federal-State  Extended 
Unemployment  Compensation  Program. 
The  Extended  Benefit  Program  takes 
effect  during  periods  of  high 
unemployment  in  a  State  or  the  nation. 
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to  furnish  iip  to  13  weeks  of  additional 
benefits  to  eligible  individuals  who  have 
exhausted  their  rights  to  regular  benefits 
under  permanent  State  and  Federal 
unemployment  compensation  laws.  Part 
615  of  Title  20,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  implements  the  statue  (20 
CFR  Part  615). 

In  accordance  with  section  203(e)  of 
the  Act,  the  New  Jersey  imemployment 
compensation  law  provides  that  there  is 
a  State  “on”  indicator  in  the  State  for  a 
week  if  the  head  of  the  State 
employment  security  agency  determines, 
in  accordance  with  20  CFR  615.12(e), 
that,  for  the  period  consisting  of  that 
week  and  the  immediately  preceding  12 
weeks,  the  rate  of  insured 
unemployment  under  the  State 
unemployment  compensation  law 
equalled  or  exceeded  the  State  trigger 
rate.  20  CFR  615.12  (b)  or  (c).  The 
Extended  Benefit  Period  actually  begins 
with  the  third  week  following  the  week 
for  which  there  is  an  “on”  indicator.  A 
benefit  period  will  be  in  effect  for  a 
minimum  of  13  consecutive  weeks,  and 
will  end  the  third  week  after  there  is  an 
“off”  indicator. 

Determination  of  “On”  Indicator 

The  head  of  the  employment  security 
agency  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey  has 
determined  that,  for  the  period 
consisting  of  the  week  ending  on 
February  23, 1960,  and  the  immediately 
preceding  12  weeks,  the  rate  of  insured 
unemployment  in  the  State  equalled  or 
exceeded  the  State  tigger  rate. 

Therefore,  an  Extended  Benefit  Period 
commenced  in  that  State  with  the  week 
beginning  on  March  9, 1980. 

Information  for  Claimants 

The  duration  of  Extended  Benefits 
payable  in  the  new  Extended  Benefit 
Period,  and  the  terms  and  conditions  on 
which  they  are  payable,  are  governed  by 
the  Act  and  the  State  unemployment 
compensation  law.  The  State 
employment  security  agency  will  furnish 
a  written  notice  of  potential  entitlement 
to  Extended  Benefits  to  each  individual 
who  has  established  a  benefit  year  in 
the  State  that  will  expire  after  the  new 
Extended  Benefit  Period  begins,  and 
who  has  exhausted  all  rights  under  the 
State  unemployment  compensation  law 
to  regular  benefits  before  the  beginning 
of  the  new  Extended  Benefit  Period.  20 
CFR  615.13(d)(1).  The  State  employment 
security  agency  also  will  provide  such 
notice  promptly  to  each  individual  who 
exhausts  all  rights  under  the  State 
unemployment  compensation  law  during 
the  Extended  Benefit  Period,  including 
exhaustion  by  reason  of  the  expiration 
of  the  individual’s  benefit  year.  20  CFR 
615.13(d)(2). 


Persons  who  believe  they  may  be 
entitled  to  Extended  Benefits  in  the 
State  of  New  Jersey,  or  who  wish  to 
inquire  about  their  rights  under  the 
Extended  Benefit  Program,  should 
contact  the  nearest  local  office  of  the 
State  Department  of  Labor  and  Industry 
in  their  locality. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  7, 
1980. 

Ernest  G.  Green, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Employment  and 
Training. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7868  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4S10-30-M 


Employment  Transfer  and  Business 
Competition  Determinations  Under  the 
Rural  Development  Act;  Applications 

The  organizations  listed  in  the 
attachment  have  applied  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  financial 
assistance  in  the  form  of  grants,  loans, 
or  loan  guarantees  in  order  to  establish 
or  improve  facilities  at  the  locations 
listed  for  the  purposes  given  in  the 
attached  list.  The  financial  assistance 
would  be  authorized  by  the 
Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural 
Development  Act,  as  amended,  7  U.S.C. 
1924(b),  1932,  or  1942(b). 

The  Act  requires  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  to  determine  whether  such 
Federal  assistance  is  calculated  to  or  is 
likely  to  result  in  the  transfer  from  one 
area  to  another  of  any  employment  or 
business  activity  provided  by  operations 
of  the  applicant.  It  is  permissible  to 
assist  the  establishment  of  a  new 
branch,  affiliate  or  subsidiary,  only  if 
this  will  not  result  in  increased 
unemployment  in  the  place  of  present 
operations  and  there  is  no  reason  to 
believe  the  new  facility  is  being 
established  with  the  intention  of  closing 
down  an  operating  facility. 

The  Act  also  prohibits  such  assistance 
if  the  Secretary  of  Labor  determines  that 
it  is  calculated  to  or  is  likely  to  result  in 
an  increase  in  the  production  of  goods, 
materials,  or  commodities,  or  the 
availability  of  services  or  facilities  in 
the  area,  when  there  is  not  sufficient 
demand  for  such  goods,  materials, 
commodities,  services,  or  facilities  to 
employ  the  efficient  capacity  of  existing 
competitive  commercial  or  industrial 
enterprises,  imless  such  financial  or 
other  assistance  will  not  have  an 
adverse  effect  upon  existing  competitive 
enterprises  in  the  area. 

The  Secretary  of  Labor’s  review  and 
certification  procedures  are  set  forth  at 
29  CFR  Part  75.  In  determining  whether 
the  applications  should  be  approved  or 
denied,  the  Secretary  will  take  into 
consideration  the  following  factors: 


1.  The  overall  employment  and 
unemployment  situation  in  the  local 
area  in  which  the  proposed  facility  will 
be  located. 

2.  Employment  trends  in  the  same 
industry  in  the  local  area. 

3.  The  potential  effect  of  the  new 
facility  upon  the  local  labor  market, 
with  particular  emphasis  upon  its 
potential  impact  upon  competitive 
enterprises  in  the  same  area. 

4.  The  competitive  effect  upon  other 
facilities  in  the  same  industry  located  in 
other  areas  (where  such  competition  is  a 
factor). 

5.  In  the  case  of  applications  involving 
the  establishment  of  branch  plants  or 
facilities,  the  potential  effect  of  such 
new  facilities  on  other  existing  plants  or 
facilities  operated  by  the  applicant. 

All  persons  wishing  to  bring  to  the 
attention  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  any 
information  pertinent  to  the 
determinations  which  must  be  made 
regarding  these  applications  are  invited 
to  submit  such  information  in  writing 
within  two  weeks  of  publication  of  this 
notice.  Comments  received  after  the 
two-week  period  may  not  be  considered. 
Send  comments  to:  Administrator, 
Employment  and  Training 
Administration,  601  D  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20013. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  11th  day 
of  March  1980. 

Earl  T.  Klein, 

Director,  Office  of  Program  Services. 

Applicadons  Received  During  the  Week 
Ending  March  15, 1980 

Name  of  Applicant  and  Location  of 
Enterprise,  and  Principal  Product  or  Activity 
Palace  Hotel  Holding  Corp.,  Ukiah,  Calif., — 

Hotel. 

Hendrick  Corp.,  Edinboro,  Pa. — Manufacture 

of  a  patented  building  system  for  lower 

income  house  construction. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7972  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4510-30-M 


Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration 

[Docket  No.  M-80-38-C] 

C  &  B  Coal  Co.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

The  employees  of  the  C  &  B  Coal 
Company,  Box  26,  Manton,  Kentucky 
41648  have  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CFR  75.1710  (cabs  and 
canopies)  to  the  Mine  No.  3  located  in 
Floyd  County,  Kentucky.  The  petition  is 
filed  imder  section  101(c)  of  the  Federal 
Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977. 

The  substance  of  the  petition  follows: 

1.  The  petitioners  state  that 
application  of  the  standard  to  the  roof 
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bolting  machine  used  at  this  mine  will 
result  in  a  diminution  of  safety  for  them 
because: 

a.  The  canopy  would  obscme  the 
vision  of  the  machine  operator,  making 
it  difficult  for  him  or  her  to  observe  top 
conditions  and  to  bolt  next  to  the  rib. 

b.  The  canopy  to  be  used  was  not 
factory  designed  and  installed  and  the 
petitioners  fear  the  frame  of  the  machine 
is  too  weak  to  withstand  the  additional 
load. 

2.  For  these  reasons  the  petitioners 
request  a  modification  of  the  standard 
for  the  mine. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
April  14, 1980.  Comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Standards, 

Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  Room  627, 
4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  March  3, 1980. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7874  Filed  3-13-80;  a-45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4S10-43-M 


[Docket  No.  M-80-25-M] 

Day  Mines,  Inc.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Day  Mines,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  1010, 
Wallace,  Idaho  83873  has  filed  a  petition 
to  modify  the  application  of  30  CFR 
55.9-22  (berms  or  guards)  to  its  Leadville 
Mill  located  in  Lake  County,  Colorado. 
The  petition  is  filed  under  section  101(c] 
of  the  Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Act  of  1977. 

The  substance  of  the  petition  follows: 

1.  The  petition  concerns  the  requirement 
that  berms  or  guards  shall  be  provided 
on  the  outer  banks  of  elevated 
roadways. 

2.  The  maximum  elevation  of  the 
Petitioner’s  roadway  is  ten  feet. 

3.  Petitioner  states  that  application  of 
the  standard  will  result  in  a  diminution 
of  safety  for  the  following  reasons: 

(a)  The  berm  will  fi-equently  cause 
snow  to  drift  onto  the  roadway  which 
will  tend  to  obliterate  it,  reduce 
visibility,  increasing  icing  and  reduce 
traction,  increase  the  hazard  of  using  the 
roadway  in  the  winter. 

(b)  Under  certain  winter  conditions, 
petitioner  is  required  to  plow  the 
roadway  and  push  snow  over  the  edge 
of  the  roadway.  The  berm  would  tend  to 
restrict  removal  of  snow  from  the 


roadway  and  plowing  the  roadway  will 
tend  to  destroy  the  berm. 

4.  For  these  reasons,  petitioner 
requests  a  modification  of  the  standard 
for  its  mine. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
April  14, 1980.  Comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Standards, 

Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  Room  627, 
4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  March  3, 1980. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7875  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4S10-43-M 


[Docket  No.  M-80-16-C1 

Doverspike  Bros.  Coal  Co.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Doverspike  Brothers  Coal  Company, 
R.D.  4,  Box  271,  Punxsutawney,  PA 
15767  has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CFR  75.1710  (cabs  and 
canopies)  to  its  Dora  No.  6  mine  located 
in  Jefferson  Coimty,  PA.  The  petition  is 
filed  under  section  101(c)  of  the  Federal 
Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977. 

The  substance  of  the  petition  follows: 

1.  Petitioner  is  mining  a  coal  seam  that 
varies  in  height  fi'om  30  to  41  inches  . 
with  uneven  roof  and  floor  conditions. 
The  actual  mining  height  does  not 
exceed  41  inches  except  in  the  one 
supply  haulage  entry. 

2.  Petitioner  states  that  application  of 
the  standard  would  result  in  a 
diminution  of  safety  for  the  miners 
affected  for  the  following  reasons: 

a.  The  equipment  operator  could  not 
maintain  proper  visibility  or  proper 
overall  control  for  safe  operation  when 
confined  in  a  cab  or  canopy; 

b.  The  cabs  or  canopies  could 
dislodge  roof  supports  in  the  areas  of 
uneven  roof  conditions. 

3.  For  these  reasons,  petitioner 
requests  a  modification  of  the  standard 
for  his  mine. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
April  14, 1980.  Comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Standards, 

Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  Room  627, 
4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 


Dated:  March  3, 1980. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7876  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4510-43-M 


[Docket  No.  M-80-22-C] 

Hamilton  Coal  Co.,  inc.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Hamilton  Coal  Company,  Inc.,  Box 
185,  McDowell,  Kentucky  41647,  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  75.1719  (illumination)  to  its 
Old  Circle  M#50  I^ne  located  in  Floyd 
County,  Kentucky.  This  petition  is  filed 
under  section  101(c)  of  the  Federal  Mine 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977. 

The  substance  of  the  petition  follows: 
1.  'This  petition  concerns  the  installation 
of  lighting  on  the  petitioner’s  mining 
machines. 

2.  The  petitioner  states  that  due  to  the 
thinness  of  the  seams  there  is  not 
sufficient  clearance  between  the  top  of 
the  equipment  and  the  mine  roof  to 
allow  for  installation  of  lighting 

3.  The  petitioner  states  that  if  lightin|$ 
were  installed,  it  would  have  a  blinding 
effect,  thus  causing  a  diminution  of 
safety  to  those  involve. 

4.  For  these  reasons,  the  petitioner 
requests  a  modification  of  the 
application  of  the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
April  14, 1980.  Conunents  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Standards, 

Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  Room  627, 
4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  March  3, 1980. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7877  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4S10-43-M 


[Docket  No.  M-80-31-C] 

Little  Bit  Coal  Enteiprises,  Inc.; 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application 
of  Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Little  Bit  Coal  Enterprises,  Inc.,  No.  1, 
Goble-Roberts  Road,  ^estonsburg, 
Kentucky  41653,  has  filed  a  petition  to 
modify  the  application  of  30  CFR  75.1719 
(illumination)  to  its  No.  1  mine  located 
in  Emma  County,  Kentucky.  The  petition 
is  filed  under  section  101(c)  of  the 
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Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act  of 
1977. 

The  substance  of  the  petition  follows: 

1.  This  petition  concerns  the  installation 
of  lighting  on  the  petitioner’s  mining 
machines. 

2.  The  petitioner  states  that  due  to  the 
thinness  of  the  seams  there  is  not 
sufficient  clearance  between  the  top  of 
the  equipment  and  the  mine  roof  to 
allow  for  installation  of  lighting. 

3.  The  miners  crawl  on  their  hands 
and  knees  and  always  have  their  heads 
close  to  the  roof.  If  the  lighting  were 
installed,  it  would  have  a  blinding  effect, 
thus  resulting  in  a  diminution  of  safety 
to  those  involved. 

4.  For  these  reasons,  the  petitioner 
requests  a  modification  of  the 
application  of  the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  conunents  on  or  before 
April  14, 1980.  Comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Standards, 

Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  Room  627, 
4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  March  3, 1980. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7878  Filed  3-18-80;  8:45  am) 

BIUJNG  CODE  4510-43-M 


[Docket  No.  M-79-242-C] 

Marion  Coal  Co.,  Inc.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Stafety  Standard 

Marion  Coal  Company,  Inc.,  Post 
Office  Box  583,  Tracy  City,  Tennessee 
37387,  has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CFR  75.1719 
(illumination)  to  its  No.  29  mine  located 
in  Marion  County,  Tennessee.  The 
petition  is  filed  under  section  101(c)  of 
the  Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act 
of  1977. 

The  substance  of  the  petition  follows: 

1.  The  petition  concerns  the  illumination 
of  undergroimd  working  places  in  which 
self-propelled  mining  equipment  is 
operated. 

2.  The  petitioner  states  that  extreme 
mining  conditions  introduce  machine 
vibrations  that  result  in  fi'equent  lighting 
failure,  which  will  cause  changes  in  light 
intensity  that  will  blind  miners  in  the 
area. 

3.  The  petitioner  further  states  that  the 
foreman  will  suffer  impaired 
performance  due  to  continual  changes  in 
lighting  levels. 


4.  The  petitioner  further  states  that 
low  seam  conditions  will  require  light 
placement  on  the  sides  of  equipment, 
which  will  require  miners  to  face  glare 
and  cause  maintenance  problems  which 
will  reduce  teamwork  and  morale. 

5.  Based  on  the  above  considerations, 
the  petitioner  states  that  compliance 
with  the  standard  will  result  in 
diminution  of  safety  to  miners,  and 
requests  variance  of  application  of  the 
standard. 

Request  for  Conunents 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
April  14, 1980.  Comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Standards, 

Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  Room  627, 
4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  March  3, 1980. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7879  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4S10-43-M 


(Docket  No.  M>79-286-C) 

Melody  Mountain  Coals,  Inc.;  Petition 
for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Melody  Mountain  Coals,  Inc.,  Route 
IW,  Box  479,  Virgie,  Kentucky  41572  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  75.1719  (illumination)  to  its 
Mine  No.  1  located  in  Pike  County, 
Kentucky.  The  petition  is  filed  under 
section  101(c)  of  the  Federal  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Act  of  1977. 

The  substance  of  the  petition  follows: 

1.  The  petitioner  states  that  installation 
of  lighting  fixtures  to  its  cutting  machine 
would  result  in  a  diminution  of  safety 
for  the  miners  affected  for  the  following 
reasons: 

a.  Fire  hazards  exist  because  of  the 
additional  wiring  required  for  the  lights. 
The  lights  become  a  source  of  ignition 
for  dust  and  gas  explosions  as  well  as 
creating  an  electrocution  possibility.* 

b.  The  excessive  amount  of  heat 
generated  by  the  additional  lighting 
causes  extreme  discomfort  for  the 
miners  affected. 

c.  Glare  resulting  from  the  additional 
lighting  tends  to  blind  miners  working  in 
the  vicinity  of  the  affected  equipment. 

d.  The  light  fixtures  are  bulky  and 
take  up  needed  space  on  the  top  and 
sides  of  the  equipment  and  there  is  a 
danger  that  some  miners  could  be 
cau^t  between  the  extra  light  fixtures 
and  the  coal  rib  or  roof. 


2.  For  these  reasons,  petitioner 
requests  a  modification  of  the  standard. 

Request  for  Conunents 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
April  14, 1980.  Comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Standards, 

Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  Room  627, 
4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  March  3, 1980. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7880  Filed  3-13-80:  &-45] 

BILUNG  CODE  4S10-43-M 


[Docket  No.  M-79-226-C] 

New  River  Company  for  Ohio-Atlas 
Construction  Co.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

New  River  Company,  P.O,  Box  711, 

Mt,  Hope,  West  Virginia  25880  has  filed 
a  petition  in  behalf  of  the  Ohio-Atlas 
Construction  Company  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CFR  75.1400  (hoisting 
equipment)  to  the  New  River  (Ilompany’s 
Skelton  Mine  Shaft  located  in  Raleigh 
County,  West  Virginia.  The  petition  is 
filed  under  section  101(c)  of  the  Federal 
Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977. 

The  substance  of  the  petition  follows: 
1.  The  petition  concerns  the  construction 
of  a  concrete-lined  shaft  utilizing  hoising 
facilities  by  means  of  a  stiff-leg  derrick 
used  to  raise  and  lower  workers  and 
materials  in  the  shaft  being  constructed. 

2.  In  the  construction  of  this  shaft,  four 
concrete-lined  entries  are  to  be  further 
extended  to  tie  into  existing  mine 
entries  at  varied  lengths  to  make  the 
shaft  operational  and  make  it  a 
fimctional  part  of  the  existing  mine. 

3.  Petitioner  proposes,  an  alternative 
method  that  will  provide  the  same 
measure  of  protection  for  the  miners 
affected  as  that  provided  by  the 
standard  as  follows: 

a.  Examination  of  the  wire  rope  and 
hoist  will  be  made  on  each  shift. 

b.  The  wire  rope  will  be  removed  from 
service  when  any  of  the  following 
conditions  occur: 

(1)  The  crown  wear  of  the  wire  rope 
reaches  30%; 

(2)  Four  broken  wires  in  one  rope  lay; 

(3)  Three  broken  wires  in  one  strand 
of  one  rope  lay; 

(4)  Mechanical  damage  is  evident 
fi'om  crushing,  flattening,  or  kinking. 

4.  Petitioner  states  that  installation  of 
guide  and  safety  catches  to  the  hoist 
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would  pose  a  hazard  to  the  people  being 
hoisted. 

5.  For  these  reasons,  petitioner 
requests  a  modification  of  the  standard 
for  its  mine. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
April  14, 1980.  Comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Standards, 

Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  Room  627, 
4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Date:  March  3, 1980. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
ond  Variances. 

|FR  Doc.  80-7881  Filed  3-13-80;  &45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4510-43-M 


[Docket  No.  M-80-17-C] 

Spring  Creek  Coal  Co.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Spring  Creek  Coal  Company,  P.O.  Box 
67,  Decker,  Montana  59025,  has  filed  a 
petition  to  modify  the  application  of  30 
CFR  77.1400  (man  hoists  and  elevators) 
to  its  Spring  Creek  Mine  project  located 
in  Bighorn  Coimty,  Montana.  The 
petition  is  Bled  under  section  101(c)  of 
the  Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act 
of  1977. 

The  substance  of  the  petition  follows: 

1.  The  petition  concerns  the  use  of  a 
crane  with  an  enclosed  skip  to  elevate 
workers  in  the  construction  of  a  coal 
storage  facility  99  feet  in  the  air,  clear 
spanning  218  feet.  Petitioner  is 
attempting  to  connect  two  sections  of 
roof  beams  for  the  coal  storage  facility. 
The  connection  requires  4  bolts  that 
must  be  placed  and  tightened  while  the 
steel  is  in  the  air. 

2.  The  use  of  safety  nets  is  impossible 
because  of  the  height  and  the  lack  of 
any  structiu*e  to  connect  the  nets  to. 
Scaffolding  is  also  not  possible  because 
of  the  height. 

3.  There  are  no  articulating  cranes 
available  in  this  area  with  sufficient 
reach  to  attach  a  man  basket  to  the 
boom  and  complete  this  bolting. 

4.  As  an  alternative  method,  which 
will  at  all  times  guarantee  the  safety  of 
the  miners  affected,  petitioner  proposes 
to: 

a.  Elevate  the  workers  in  an  enclosed 
skip  secured  to  a  safety  hook  with  their 
safety  lanyards  hooked  into  a  choker 
that  is  to  be  tied  off  above  the  hook, 

b.  Use  two-way  radio  and  hand 
signals  for  commimication. 


c.  Have  these  men  in  full  view  of  the 
crane  operator  and  a  secondary  backup 
man  at  all  times. 

5.  For  these’reasons,  petitioner 
requests  a  modiffcation  of  the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
April  14, 1980.  Comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Standards, 

Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  Room  627,  .. 
4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  March  3, 1980. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7882  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4510-43-M 


[Docket  No.  M-79-284-C) 

T  &  N  Coal  Co.,  Inc.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

T  &  N  Coal  Company,  Inc.,  Craynor, 
Kentucky  41614,  hae  filed  a  petition  to 
modify  the  application  of  30  CFR  75.1719 
(illumination)  to  its  #2  mine  located  in 
Floyd  County,  Kentucky.  The  petition  is 
filed  under  section  101(c)  of  the  Federal 
Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1977. 

The  substance  of  the  petition  follows: 

1.  This  petition  concerns  the  installation 
of  lighting  on  the  petitioner's  mining 
machines. 

2.  The  petitioner  states  that  due  to  the 
thinness  of  the  seams  there  is  not 
sufficient  clearance  between  the  top  of 
the  equipment  and  the  mine  roof  to 
allow  for  installation  of  lighting. 

3.  The  miners  crawl  on  their  hands 
and  knees  and  always  have  their  heads 
close  to  the  roof.  If  the  lighting  were 
installed,  it  would  have  a  blinding  effect, 
thus  resulting  in  a  diminution  of  safety 
to  those  involved. 

4.  For  these  reasons,  the  petitioner 
requests  a  modification  of  the 
application  of  the  standard. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
April  14, 1980.  Comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Standards, 

Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  Room  627, 
4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 


Dated:  March  3, 1980. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

|FR  Doc.  80-7883  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4S10-43-M 


[Docket  No.  M-80-11-C] 

Watson  and  Cassady  Coal  Co.,  Inc.; 
Petition  for  Modification  of  Application 
of  Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Watson  and  Cassady  Coal  Company, 
Inc.,  Box  219,  Betsy  Layne,  Kentucky 
41605  has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CFR  75,1719 
(illumination)  to  its  No.  2  mine  located 
in  Floyd  County,  Kentucky.  The  petition 
is  filed  under  section  101(c)  of  the 
Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act  of 
1977. 

The  substance  of  the  petition  follows: 

1.  Petitioner  is  mining  coal  ranging  from 
36  to  40  inches  in  height. 

2.  Petitioner  states  that  installation  of 
lighting  equipment  results  in  a 
diminution  of  safety  for  the  miners 
affected  because  of  the  adverse  effect 
the  lighting  has  on  the  miners  when  they 
travel  throughout  the  mine.  The  miners 
have  to  adjust  their  eyes  from  very  low 
light  to  extremely  bright  light. 

3.  For  this  reason,  petitioner  requests 
a  modification  of  the  standard  for  this 
mine. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
April  14, 1980.  Comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Standards, 

Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  Room  627, 
4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  March  3, 1980. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7884  Filed  3-13-80;  ft45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4510-43-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

[TA-W-67561 

Armco  Inc.;  Metal  Products  Division, 
Summit  Plant;  Negative  Determination 
Regarding  Eiigibility  To  Appiy  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 
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In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  10, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  31, 1979 
which  was  filed  by  the  United 
Steelworkers  of  America  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
corrugated  steel  drainage  pipe  for 
Armco  Inc.,  Metal  Products  Division  #8, 
Ashland,  Kentucky.  The  investigation 
revealed  that  workers  are  employed  by 
Armco  Inc.,  Metal  Products  Division, 
Summit  Plant,  Summit,  Kentucky.  In  the 
following  determination,  without  regard 
to  whether  any  of  the  other  criteria  have 
been  met,  the  following  criterion  has  not 
been  met: 

That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

Imports  of  corrugated  steel  drainage 
pipe  are  negligible. 

A  survey  of  principal  importers  of 
pipe  and  similar  articles  failed  to  reveal 
any  importers  of  corrugated  drainage 
pipe.  The  importers  cite  the  bulkiness 
and  weight  of  this  product  and  the 
resulting  high  freight  costs  as  reasons 
for  negligible  imports  of  corrugated  steel 
drainage  pipe. 

The  petition  alleges  that  imports  of 
lower-cost  steel  by  other  domestic  firms 
producing  corrugated  drainage  pipe 
have  allowed  those  competing  firms  to 
sell  their  product  at  lower  prices  than 
the  Summit  plant,  resulting  in 
employment  declines  at  that  plant.  Steel 
is  not  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
corrugated  drainage  pipe,  therefore 
imports  of  steel  by  the  competing  firms 
cannot  be  considered  to  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  decline  in 
employment  at  the  Summit  plant  within 
the  meaning  of  Section  222(3]  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  Armco  Incorporated, 

Metal  Products  Division,  Summit  Plant, 
Summit,  Kentucky  are  denied  eligibility 
to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  trade  Act  of 
1974. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th  day 
of  March  1980. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7835  PUed  3-13-80;  8:45) 

BUJJNQ  CODE  4510-8S-M 


[TA-W-67431 

Bay  Textila  Corp.;  Negative 
Determination  Regarding  Eiigibiity  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjuetment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  10, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  20, 1979 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  and  Textile  Workers  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  textile  yams  at  the  Bay 
Textile  Corporation,  Johnston,  Rhode 
Island.  In  the  following  determination, 
without  regard  to  whether  any  of  the 
other  criteria  have  been  met,  the 
following  criterian  has  not  been  met: 

That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produces  by 
the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  tlie  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

Imports  of  all  yams  into  the  United 
States  decreased  during  the  first  nine 
months  of  1979  as  compared  to  the  same 
period  in  1978.  The  ratio  of  imports  to 
domestic  production  was  below  2 
percent  each  year  during  the  period 
1974-1978. 

Results  of  a  U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Survey  of  firms  who  represented  a  major 
portion  of  the  Bay  Textile  Corporation’s 
1978  sales  indicated  that  those 
customers  who  decreased  their 
purchases  of  yam  from  the  subject  firm 
in  1979  as  compared  to  1978  did  not 
increases  their  purchases  of  imported 
yam  during  this  period. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  the  Bay  Textile 
Corporation,  Johnston,  Rhode  Island  are 
denied  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day  of 
March  1980. 

Hairy  J.  Gilman, 

Supervisory  International  Economist,  Office 
of  Foreign  Economic  Research. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7838  FUed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BMJJNO  CODE  451»-2S-M 


ITA-W-6757-A-J1 

Bethlehem  Mines  Corp^  Kayford* 
Boone-Nichoias  Division;  Negative 
Determination  Regarding  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  10, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  31, 1979 
which  was  filed  by  the  United  Steel 
Workers  of  America  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
metallurgical  coal  at  the  Kayford  and 
Boone  Divisions  of  the  Bethlehem  Mines 
Corporation,  Charleston,  West  Virginia. 
The  investigation  revealed  that  the 
petitioning  mines  are  in  the  Kayford- 
Boone-Nicholas  Division  of  Bethlehem 
Mines  Corporation  and  that  the  petition 
was  filed  by  the  United  Mine  Workers 
of  America.  In  the  following 
determination,  without  regard  to 
whether  any  of  the  criteria  have  been 
met,  the  following  criterion  has  not  been 
met: 

That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

Imports  of  metallurgical  coal 
decreased  absolutely  and  relatively 
from  1977  to  1978  and  in  the  first  nine 
months  of  1979  compared  to  the  like 
period  of  1978.  The  ratio  of  imports  to 
domestic  production  did  not  exceed  0.60 
percent  from  1974  through  1978. 

In  accordance  with  Section  222  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  and  29  CFR  90.2,  a 
domestic  article  may  be  "directly 
competitive”  with  an  imported  article  at 
a  later  stage  of  processing.  Coke  is 
metallurgical  coal  at  a  later  stage  of 
processing. 
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Imports  of  coke  decreased  absolutely 
and  relatively  in  the  first  nine  months  of 
1979  compared  to  the  like  period  in  1978. 

Production  of  metallurgical  coal  by 
mines  in  the  Keyford-Boone-Nicholas 
Division  increased  from  1977  to  1978  and 
increased  from  1978  to  1979.  Partial  year 
comparisons  made  to  discount  the 
impact  of  a  four-month  industry-wide 
strike  frtim  December  1977  to  March 
1978  and  a  wildcat  strike  in  August  1977 
also  show  sharp  increases  in  production. 
Production  increased  during  the  period 
from  April  to  November  (excluding 
August)  in  1978  compared  to  the  same 
period  in  1977,  and  in  the  period  April 
through  December  1979  compared  to  the 
like  period  of  1978.  The  cause  of  the 
closing  of  the  Kayford  Division  was  the 
loss  of  the  use  of  its  preparation  plant. 
(Mines  #114,  #115,  and  #119  were 
closed  earlier  in  1978  and  1979  due  to 
depletion  of  their  coal  reserves.  Workers 
of  these  mines  were  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  in 
August,  1979) 

Appendix 

Petition  Number  and  Mine 
TA-W-6757-A,  #111  (Kayford  County). 
TA-W-6757-B,  #113  (Kajdord  County). 
TA-W-6757-C.  #114  (Kayford  County). 
TA-W-6757-D,  #115  (Kayford  County). 
TA-W-6757-E,  #116  (Kajdord  County). 
TA-W-6757-F.  #118  (Kayford  County). 
TA-W-6757-G,  #119  (Kayford  County). 
TA-W-6757-H,  #121  (Kayford  County). 
TA-W-6757-I,  #131  (Boone  County). 
TA-W-6757-I,  #81  (Nicholas  County). 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  at  mines  in  the  Kayford- 
Boone-Nicholas  Division  of  the 
Bethlehem  Mines  Corporation, 

Charleston,  West  Viiginia  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Title  n.  Chapter  2  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th  day 
of  March  1980. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 

Administration  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7837  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4S10-2S-H 


(TA-W-6768] 

Bulova  Watch  Co.,  Inc.,  Watch 
Manufacturing  Division;  Certification 
Regarding  Eiigibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 


In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  14, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  26, 1979 
which  was  filed  by  the  Tool  and 
Diemakers  Independent  Union  on  behalf 
of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  watches  at  Bulova  Watch 
Company,  Incorporated,  Watch 
Manufacturing  Division,  Jackson 
Heights,  New  York.  The  investigation 
revealed  that  the  petitioning  group  of 
workers  produce  watch  movements  and 
spare  parts.  It  is  concluded  that  all  of 
the  requirements  have  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  nonconventional 
watches  increased  absolutely  and 
relative  to  domestic  production  in  1978 
compared  with  1977  and  increased 
absolutely  in  the  first  nine  months  of 
1979  when  compared  with  the  same 
period  in  1978.  The  ratio  of  U.S.  imports 
to  domestic  production  was  137.5  in 
1978. 

Bulova  Watch  Company,  Incorporated 
imports  watch  movements  from  its  own 
foreign  plants.  Company  imports 
increased  frt)m  1978  to  1979.  These 
imported  movements  have  assumed  an 
increasingly  lai^r  share  of  all  company 
watch  movements  in  1978  and  1979  and 
will  be  the  sole  source  of  all  movements 
in  early  1980.  Production  of  watch 
movements  at  the  Jackson  Heights 
facility  will  cease  at  that  time. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts 
obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  watch 
movements  produced  at  Bulova  Watch 
Company,  Incorporated,  Watch 
Manufacturing  Division,  Jackson 
Heights,  New  York  contributed 
importimtly  to  the  decline  in  sales  or 
producdon  and  to  the  total  or  partial 
separation  of  workers  of  that  ^vision  of 
the  firm.  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  I  make  the 
following  certifications: 

All  workers  of  Bulova  Watch  Company, 
Incorporated,  Watch  Manufacturing  Division, 
Jackson  Heights,  New  York  who  became 
totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  February  28, 1980  and 
before  June  30, 1980  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter 
2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.  All  workers  who 
are  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  after  June  30, 1980  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistanae. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th  day 
of  March  1980. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Off icer  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

|FR  Doc.  80-7838  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4510-28-M 


[TA-W-6759] 

Canteen  Corp.;  Negative 
Determination  Regarding  Eiigibiiity  To 
Appiy  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  10, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  20, 1979 
which  was  filpd  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  operating  cafeteria 
facilities  at  the  Canteen  Corporation, 
Fenton,  Missoiu'i. 

Canteen  Corporation  is  engaged  in 
providing  vending  and  cafeteria 
services.  Thus,  workers  of  Canteen 
Corporation  do  not  produce  an  article 
within  the  meaning  of  Section  222(3)  of 
the  Act.  Therefore,  they  may  be  certified 
only  if  their  separation  was  caused 
importantly  by  a  reduced  demand  for 
their  services  from  a  parent  firm,  a  firm 
otherwise  related  to  Canteen 
Corporation  by  ownership,  or  a  firm 
related  by  control.  In  any  case,  the 
reduction  in  demand  for  services  must 
originate  at  a  production  facility  whose 
workers  independently  meet  the 
statutory  criteria  for  certification  and 
that  reduction  must  directly  relate  to  the 
product  impacted  by  imports. 

Canteen  Corporation  and  its 
customers  have  no  controlling  interest  in 
one  another.  The  subject  firm  is  not 
corporately  affiliated  with  any  other 
company  engaged  in  the  production  of  a 
product. 

All  workers  engaged  in  operating  - 
cafeteria  facilities  at  Canteen 
Corporation  are  employed  by  that  firm. 
All  personnel  actions  and  payroll 
transactions  are  controlled  by  Canteen 
Corporation.  All  employee  benfits  are 
provided  and  maintained  by  Canteen 
Corporation.  Workers  are  not,  at  any 
time,  under  employment  or  supervision 
by  customers  of  Canteen  Corporation. 
Thus,  Canteen  Corporation,  and  not  any 
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of  its  customers,  must  be  considered  to 
be  the  “workers’  firm”. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  Canteen  Corporation, 
Fenton,  Missouri  are  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day  of 
March  1980. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administratian  and  Planning. 

|FR  Doc.  80-7S39  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4510-2S-M 


[TA-W-6745] 

Chanin  Clothing  Co.,  Inc.;  Certification  . 
Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  23  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  10, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  20, 1979 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  and  Textile  Workers  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  men’s  tailored  clothing ‘at 
Chanin  Clothing  Company, 

Incorporated.  'Hie  investigation  revealed 
that  the  plant  produces  primarily  men’s 
suits,  sportcoats  and  pants.  It  is 
concluded  that  all  of  the  requirements 
have  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  men’s  and  boys’ 
tailored  dress  coats  and  sportcoats 
increased  absolutely  and  relative  to 
domestic  production  from  1977  to  1978. 
U.S.  imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  tailored 
suits  are  estimated  to  have  increased 
relative  to  domestic  production  fi'om 
1978  to  1979.  U.S.  imports  of  men’s  and 
boys’  dress  and  sport  trousers  and 
shorts  increased  absolutely  and  relative 
to  domestic  production  fi^m  1977  to 
1978. 

Sales  of  the  manufacturers  which 
contract  orders  to  Chanin  decreased 
fi'om  1978  to  1979.  The  manufacturers  do 
not  purchase  imported  men’s  tailored 
clothing  and  do  not  employ  offshore 
contractors  to  produce  these  garments. 

A  survey  of  customers  of  these 
manufacturers  revealed  that  some 


customers  decreased  puchases  of  men’s 
tailored  clothing  fit)m  the  manufacturers 
and  increased  purchases  of  imported 
men’s  tailored  clothing  in  1979  compared 
with  1978. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts 
obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  men’s 
tailored  clothing,  including  suits, 
sportcoats,  and  pants  produced  at 
Chanin  Clothing  Company, 

Incorporated,  New  York  City,  New  York 
contributed  importantly  to  the  decline  in 
sales  or  production  and  to  the  total  or 
partial  separation  of  workers  of  that 
firm.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  I  make  the  following 
certification: 

All  workers  of  Chanin  Clothing  Company, 
Incorporated,  New  York  City,  New  York  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  May  18, 1979  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day  of 
March  1980. 

C.  Michael  Aho, 

Director,  Office  of  Foreign  Economic 
Research. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7840  Filed  3-13-60;  8:45  am] 

BILLINO  CODE  4510-2S-M 


[TA-W-6746  and  6747] 

Claremont  Clothes,  Inc.  and  Clinton 
Swan  Clothes,  Inc.;  Certification 
Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

.  In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  10, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  20, 1979 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  and  Textile  Workers  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  men’s  tailored  clothing  at 
Claremont  Clothes,  Incorporated  and 
Clinton  Swan  Clothes,  Incorporated, 
New  York  City,  New  York.  The 
investigation  revealed  that  the  plant 
produces  primarily  men’s  suits, 
sportcoats,  pants  and  outerwear.  It  is 


concluded  that  all  of  the  requirements 
have  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  men’s  and  boys’ 
tailored  dress  coasts  and  sportcoats 
increased  absolutely  and  relative  to 
domestic  production  from  1977  to  1978.  - 
U.S.  imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  tailored 
suits  are  estimated  to  have  increased 
relative  to  domestic  production  from 
1978  to  1979.  U.S.  imports  of  men’s  and 
boys’  dress  and  sport  trousers  and 
shorts  increased  absolutely  and  relative 
to  domestic  production  fi'om  1977  to 
1978. 

A  survey  of  customers  of  Claremont 
Clothes,  Incorporated  and  Clinton  Swan 
Clothes.  Incorporated  revealed  that 
some  customers  decreased  purchases  of 
men’s  tailored  clothing  from  Claremont 
and  Clinton  Swan  and  increased 
purchases  of  imported  men’s  tailored 
clothing  in  1979  compared  with  1978. 

Conclusion 

Aften  careful  review  of  the  facts 
obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  men’s 
tailored  clothing,  including  suits, 
sportcoats,  pants  and  outerwear 
produced  at  Claremont  Clothes, 
Incorporated  and  Clinton  Swan  Clothes, 
Incorporated,  New  York  City,  New  York 
contributed  importantly  to  the  decline  in 
sales  or  production  and  to  the  total  or 
partial  separation  of  workers  of  those 
firms.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  I  make  the  following 
certification: 

All  workers  of  Claremont  Clothes, 
Incorporated.  New  York  City,  New  York  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  fiom 
employment  on  or  after  December  11, 1978 
and  all  workers  of  Clinton  Swan  Clothes, 
Incorporated,  New  York  City,  New  York  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  April  6, 1979  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day  of 
March  1980. 

C.  Michael  Aho, 

Director,  Office  of  Foreign  Economic 
Research. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7842  FUed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4S10-2S-M 


[TA-W-6735] 

Crompton  &  Knowles  Corp.,  Weaving 
Division;  Negative  Determination 
Regardiifb  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
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certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  9, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  January  2, 1980 
which  was  filed  by  the  United 
Steelworkers  of  America  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
castings  and  powerloom  parts  for  textile 
machinery  at  the  Crompton  and 
Knowles  Corporation,  Weaving 
Division,  Worcester,  Massachusetts 
plant.  In  the  following  determination, 
without  regard  to  whether  any  of  the 
other  criteria  have  been  met,  the 
following  criterion  has  not  been  met: 

That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  hrm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

U.S.  imports  of  power  looms 
decreased  both  absolutely  and  relative 
to  U.S.  production  in  1979  compared  to 
1978. 

The  decline  in  employment  at  the 
Worcester  plant  is  caused  primarily  by  a 
domestic  transfer  of  production  fiom  the 
Worcester  plant  to  existing  Crompton 
and  Knowles  plants  in  the  South. 
Company  sales  of  power  looms  and 
power  loom  parts  increased  in  1979 
compared  to  1978. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  the  Worcester, 
Massachusetts  plant  of  Crompton  and 
Knowles  Corporation,  Weaving  Division 
are  denied  eligibility  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  II, 
Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day  of 
March  1980. 

Hany  J.  Gilman, 

Supervisory  International  Economist,  Office 
of  Foreign  Economic  Research. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7843  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4510-2»-« 


[TA-W-6736] 

Culmo-Larkin  Chrysler-Plymouth,  Inc.; 
Negative  Determination  Regarding 
Eligibility  To  Appiy  for  Workef 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 


certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  9, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  January  2, 1980 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  selling,  leasing  and 
servicing  automobiles  at  Culmo-Larkin 
Chrysler-Plymouth,  Incorporated, 
Thomaston,  Connecticut. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
Culmo-Larkin  Chrysler-Plymouth, 
Incorporated  was  engaged  in  providing 
the  service  of  selling,  leasing  and 
servicing  automobiles. 

Thus,  workers  of  Culmo-Larkin 
Chrysler-Plymouth,  Incorporated  did  not 
produce  an  article  within  the  meaning  of 
Section  222(3)  of  the  Act.  Therefore,  they 
may  be  certified  only  if  their  separation 
was  caused  importantly  by  a  reduced 
demand  for  their  services  from  a  parent 
firm,  a  firm  otherwise  related  to  Culmo- 
Larkin  Chrysler-Plymouth,  Incorporated 
by  ownership,  or  a  firm  related  by 
control.  In  any  case,  the  reduction  in 
demand  for  services  must  originate  at  a 
production  facility  whose  workers 
independently  meet  the  statutory 
criteria  for  certification  and  that 
reduction  must  directly  relate  to  the 
product  impacted  by  imports. 

Culmo-Larkin  Chrysler-Plymouth, 
Incorporated  and  its  suppliers  had  no 
controlling  interest  in  one  another.  The 
subject  finn  was  not  corporately 
affiliated  with  any  other  company. 

All  workers  engaged  in  the  sale, 
leasing  and  servicing  of  automobiles  at 
Culmo-Larkin  Chrysler-Plymouth, 
Incorporated  were  employed  by  that 
firm.  All  personnel  actions  and  payroll 
transactions  were  controlled  by  Culmo- 
Larkin  Chrysler-Plymouth,  Incorporated. 
All  employee  benefits  were  provided 
and  maintained  by  Culmo-Larkin 
Chrysler-Plymouth,  Incorporated. 
Workers  were  not,  at  any  time,  imder 
employment  or  supervision  by  the 
suppliers  of  Culmo-Larkin  Chiysler- 
Plymouth,  Incorporated.  Thus,  Culmo- 
L^kin  Chrysler-Plymouth,  Incorporated, 
and  not  any  of  its  suppliers  must  be 
considered  to  be  the  “workers’  firm’’. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  Culmo-Larkin  Chrysler- 
Plymouth,  Incorporated,  Thomaston, 
Connecticut  are  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Tide  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day  of 
March,  1980. 

C.  Michael  Aho, 

Director,  Office  of  Foreign  Economic 
Research. 

[FR  Doc.  SO-7844  FUed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 
nUJNQ  CODE  4S10-2t-M 


[TA-W-6644, 6713] 

Essex  Group  Inc.;  Negative 
Determinations  Regarding  Eiigibiiity 
To  Appiy  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  ffie  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigations  were  initiated  on 
December  20, 1979  and  January  7, 1980 
in  response  to  worker  petitions  received 
on  December  13, 1979  and  January  7, 
1980,  respectively,  which  were  filed  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  plastic  parts  for  cars  at  the 
Elwood,  Indiana  plant  of  Essex  Group, 
Incorporated  (TA-W-6644),  and  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  electromechanical  parts  for 
cars  at  the  Mitchell,  Indiana  plant  of 
Essex  Group,  Incorporated  (TA-W- 
6713).  The  investigation  revealed  that 
the  Elwood,  Indiana  plant  produces 
plastic  parts  for  automotive  wire 
harnesses  and  the  Mitchell,  Indiana 
plant  produces  metal  parts  for 
automotive  wire  harnesses.  In  the 
following  determinations,  without 
regard  to  whether  any  of  the  other 
criteria  have  been  met,  the  following 
criterion  has  not  been  met: 

That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

Imported  automobiles  cannot  be 
considered  to  be  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  domestically  produced 
automotive  wire  harnesses.  Imports  of 
automobile  wire  harnesses  must  be 
considered  in  determining  import  injury 
to  workers  producing  components  for 
automobile  wire  harnesses  at  the 
Elwood,  Indiana  and  Mitchell,  Indiana 
plants  of  Essex  Group,  Inc. 

The  Department  of  Labor  conducted  a 
survey  of  major  automotive  wire 
harness  customers  of  Essex  Group. 
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None  of  the  customers  surveyed 
increased  purchases  of  imported 
automotive  wire  harnesses  and 
decreased  purchases  of  such  wire 
harnesses  horn  Essex  from  1978  to  1979. 
Both  the  Elwood,  Indiana  and  Mitchell, 
Indiana  plants  produce  components 
which  are  sold  by  Essex  as  part  of  the 
automotive  wire  harness  subassembly. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  at  the  Elwood,  Indiana  and 
Mitchell.  Indiana  plants  of  Essex  Group, 
Incorporated  are  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  5th  day  of 
March  1980. 

Hany  J.  Gilman, 

Supervisory  International  Foreign  Economic 
Research. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7845  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4510-2S-M 


[TA-W-6842] 

t 

Famous  Maid  Brassiere  Co.; 
Certification  Regarding  Eiigibiiity  To 
Appiy  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certiHcation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  24, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  January  18, 1980 
which  was  filed  by  the  International 
Ladies’  Garment  Workers  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  brassieres  at  Famous  Maid 
Brassiere  Company,  Brooklyn,  New 
York.  It  is  concluded  that  all  of  the 
requirements  have  been  met. 

Evidence  developed  in  the  course  of 
the  investigation  revealed  that  U.S. 
imports  of  brassieres,  bralettes  and 
bandeaux  increased  absolutely  fi*om 

1977  to  1978  and  continued  to  increase 
during  the  first  three  quarters  of  1979 
compared  to  the  same  period  in  1978. 

Imports  of  brassieres  by  Famous  Maid 
increased  fiom  1977  to  1978  and  from 

1978  to  1979.  As  a  percentage  of  total 
sales  by  Famous  Maid,  imported 
brassieres  increased  from  1977  to  1978 
and  frY)m  1978  to  1979.  The  increased 
reliance  on  imported  brassieres  by 


Famous  Maid  resulted  in  decreased 
production  and  employment  at  the 
Brooklyn  production  facility. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts 
obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  brassieres 
produced  at  Famous  Maid  Brassiere 
Company,  Brooklyn,  New  York 
contributed  importantly  to  the  decline  in 
sales  or  production  and  to  the  total  or 
partial  separation  of  workers  of  that 
firm.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  1  make  the  following 
certification: 

All  workers  of  Famous  Maid  Brassiere 
Company,  Brooklyn,  New  York  who  became 
totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  January  14, 1979  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th  day 
of  March  1980. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7848  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4510-28-M 


(TA-W6844] 

Frolic  Footwear,  Negative 
Determination  Regarding  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  24, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  January  18. 1980 
which  was  filed  by  the  United  Food  and 
Commercial  Workers,  Boot  and  Shoe 
Division,  Local  728  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  women’s 
shoes  at  the  Jonesboro,  Arkansas  plant 
of  Frolic  Footwear.  In  the  following 
determination,  without  regard  to 
whether  any  of  the  other  criteria  have 
been  met,  the  following  criterion  has  not 
been  met: 

That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of  the 
firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely. 

Total  company  sales  of  women’s 
shoes  increased  in  value  fitim  1978  to 


1979.  Company  sales  increased  in  value 
in  the  fourth  quarter  of  1979,  compared 
with  the  same  period  of  the  previous 
year.  Plant  production  and  plant  sales 
increased  in  quantity  and  value  fit)m 
1978  to  1979.  Average  monthly 
employment  of  production  workers  at 
the  plant  increased  from  1978  to  1979. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  at  the  Jonesboro,  Arkansas 
plant  of  Frolic  Footwear  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th  day 
of  March  1980. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7847  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4510-2S-M 


[TA-W-6690] 

General  Cable  Co.;  Negative 
Determination  Regarding  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  4, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  21, 1979 
which  was  filed  by  the  International 
Brotherhood  of  Electrical  Workers  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  bare  copper  wire  at  the  St. 
Louis,  Missouri  plant  of  General  Cable 
Company.  In  the  following 
determination,  without  regard  to 
whether  any  of  the  other  criteria  have 
been  met,  the  following  criterion  has  not 
been  met: 

That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

U.S.  imports  of  copper  wire  declined 
both  absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
production  in  the  January  through 
September  1979  period  when  compared 
to  the  same  period  in  1978. 
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The  investigation  revealed  that  the  St. 
Louis  plant  of  General  Cable  Company 
produces  bare  copper  wire  for  both 
transfer  to  other  company  plants  for 
further  processing  and  for  sale  to 
commercial  customers.  The  Department 
surveyed  only  customers  of  bare  copper 
wire  who  decreased  their  purchases 
from  the  St.  Louis  plant.  The  customers 
of  the  end  products  produced  at  other 
company  plants  were  not  surveyed 
because  either  the  intracompany 
transfers  from  the  St.  Louis  plant 
increased  or  sales  of  the  end  products 
increased  from  1978  to  1979. 

A  Departmental  survey  of  customers 
decreasing  their  purchases  of  bare 
copper  wire  from  the  St.  Louis,  Missoiui 
plant  of  General  Cable  Company 
revealed  that  the  customers  did  not 
purchase  imported  copper  wire  in  1978 
or  1979. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  the  St.  Louis,  Missouri 
plant  of  General  Cable  Company  are 
denied  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day  of 
March  1980. 

C.  Michael  Aho, 

Director,  Office  of  Foreign  Economic 
Research. 

|FR  Doc.  80-7848  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4S10-28-M 


[TA-W-6724] 

General  Electric  Co.;  Medical  Systems 
Division;  Certification  Regarding 
Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  8, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  26, 1979 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  medical 
diagnostic  equipment  at  the  Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin  plant  of  General  Electric 
Medical  Systems.  The  investigation 
revealed  that  the  petition  was  filed  on 
behalf  of  workers  producing  image 
intensifier  tubes  for  X-ray  machines  at 
the  Electric  Avenue,  Milwaukee, 


Wisconsin  plant  of  the  Medical  Systems 
Division  of  the  General  Electric 
Company.  It  is  concluded  that  all  of  the 
requirements  have  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  X-ray  tubes  increased 
in  1978  compared  with  1977  and 
increased  in  the  first  three  quarters  of 
1979  compared  with  the  same  period  of 
1978. 

General  Electric’s  Medical  Systems 
Division  relied  partially  on  imports  as  a 
source  of  image  intensifier  tubes  in 
addition  to  producing  them  at  its  Electric 
Avenue  plant  in  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin 
in  1978  and  1979.  Since  January  1980  the 
company  has  been  relying  completely  on 
imports  to  meet  its  requirements  of 
image  intensifier  tubes. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts 
obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  the  image 
intensifier  tubes  for  X-ray  machinery 
produced  at  the  Electric  Avenue, 
Milwaukee,  Wisconsin  plant  of  General 
Electric’s  Medical  Systems  Division 
contributed  importantly  to  the  decline  in 
sales  or  production  and  to  the  total  or 
partial  separation  of  workers’of  that 
firm.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  I  make  the  following 
certification; 

All  workers  of  the  Image  Intensifier  Tube 
Operations  at  the  Electric  Avenue, 

Milwaukee,  Wisconsin  plant  of  the  Medical 
Systems  Division  of  the  General  Electric 
Company  who  became  totally  or  partially 
separated  from  employment  on  or  after 
November  3, 1979  and  before  March  8, 1980 
are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day  of 
March  1980. 

Harry  J.  Gilman, 

Supervisory  International  Economist,  Office 
of  Foreign  Economic  Research. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7849  Filed  3-13-80: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4S10-2S-M 


[TA-W-6705] 

General  Motors  Corp.,  Delco 
Electronics  Division;  Negative 
Determination  Regarding  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  investigations  regarding 
certifications  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 


assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  7, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  17, 1979 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  radios, 
tape  players  and  engine  controls  for 
General  Motors  cars  at  the  Kokomo, 
Indiana,  plant  of  General  Motors 
Corporation’s  Delco  Electronics 
Division.  'The  investigation  revealed  that 
the  primary  products:  radios,  speakers, 
engine  controls,  voltage  regulators  and 
ignition  modules  are  for  use  in  General 
Motors  automobiles  and  trucks.  In  the 
following  determination,  without  regard 
to  whether  any  of  the  other  criteria  have 
been  met,  the  following  criterion  has  not 
been  met: 

That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

The  Kokomo,  Indiana,  plant  of 
General  Motors  Corporation’s  Delco 
Electronics  Division  produces  radios, 
speakers,  engine  controls,  voltage 
regulators  and  ignition  modules  for  use 
in  the  manufacture  of  General  Motors 
automobiles  and  trucks.  Since  the 
products  are  specifically  designed  for 
General  Motors  automobiles  and  trucks 
and  cannot  be  used  in  the  manufacturer 
of  other  than  General  Motors  models 
without  design  changes,  the  only 
imports  of  products  “like  or  directly 
competitive’’  with  the  products 
produced  at  the  Delco  Electronics 
Division,  Kokomo,  Indiana  would  be 
imports  of  similar  products  by  the 
General  Motors  Corporation  for  use  in 
the  manufacture  of  General  Motors 
Automobiles  and  Trucks.  General 
Motors  does  not  import  radios,  speakers, 
engine  controls,  voltage  regulators  and 
ignition  modules. 

The  products  at  the  Kokomo,  Indiana 
plant  of  Delco  Electronics  Division  are 
used  in  the  assembly  of  various  General 
Motors  automobiles  and  trucks. 

Workers  at  the  Kokomo  plant  may  be 
certified  if  a  significant  proportion  of  the 
plant’s  output  is  used  in  the  production 
of  General  Motors  automobiles  or  trucks 
which  are  determined  to  be  importantly 
impacted  by  increased  imports  of  like  or 
directly  competitive  products. 
Investigations  regarding  workers 
producing  General  Motors  automobiles 
and  trucks  arp  currently  in  progress 
(TA-W-6999— 7083).  Further 
consideration  will  be  given  to  workers 
at  the  Kokomo,  Indiana  plant  of  General 
Motors  Corporation’s  Delco  Electronics 
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Division  when  a  determination  is  niade 
regarding  the  above  mentioned 
investigations. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  1  determine  that 
all  workers  at  the  Kokomo,  Indiana 
plant  of  General  of  General  Motors 
Corporation’s  Delco  Electronics  Division 
are  denied  eligibility  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  II, 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day  of 
March  1980. 
lames  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management 
Administration  and  Planning. 

|FR  Doc.  80-7850  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  amj 

BILUNO  CODE  4S10-2a-M 


[TA-W-6637  and  TA-W-6637A] 

Ginsburg  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.  and 
Redmond  Finishing  Co.,  Inc.; 
Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  USC  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
December  18, 1979  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  December 
10, 1979  which  was  filed  by  the 
International  Ladies’  Garment  Workers’ 
Union  on  behalf  of  workers  and  former 
workers  producing  ladies’  sleepwear  at 
Ginsburg  Manufacturing  Company, 
Incorporated,  New  York,  New  York.  The 
investigation  was  expanded  to  include 
Redmond  Finishing  Company, 
Incorporate  (TA-W-6637A).  It  is 
concluded  that  all  of  the  requirements 
have  been  met. 

Ginsburg  Manufacturing  Company 
produces  ladies’  nightwear  and  robes. 
Redmond  Finishing  Company,  a 
subsidiary  of  Ginsburg,  produces  fabric 
for  Ginsburg. 

U.S.  imports  of  women’s,  girls’,  and 
children’s  nightwear  increased 
absolutely  fi'om  1976  to  1977  and  from 
1977  to  1978.  Imports  decreased 
absolutely  in  the  first  nine  months  of 
1979  compared  to  the  same  period  in 
1978. 

U.S.  imports  of  women’s  misses’,  and 
children’s  robes,  dressing  gowns,  and 
housecoats  increased  absolutely  from 


1976  to  1977  and  fi'om  1977  to  1978. 
Imports  decreased  absolutely  in  the  first 
nine  months,  of  1979  compared  to  the 
same  period  in  1978. 

The  Department  conducted  a  survey 
of  customers  which  purchased  ladies’ 
nightwear  and  robes  from  Ginsbiirg 
Manufacturing  Company,  Incorporated. 
The  survey  revealed  that  customers  of 
Ginsburg  Manufacturing  Company, 
Incorporated  decreased  purchases  fi'om 
the  subject  firm  and  increased 
purchases  of  imported  ladies’  nightwear 
and  robes  from  1978  to  1979. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts 
obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  ladies’ 
nightwear  and  robes  produced  at 
Ginsburg  Manufacturing  Company, 
Incorporated,  New  York,  New  York  and 
Redmond  Finishing  Company, 
Incorporated,  East  Stroudsburg, 
Pennsylvania  contributed  importantly  to 
the  decline  in  sales  or  production  and  to 
the  total  or  partial  separation  of  workers 
of  those  firms.  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  I  make  the 
following  certification: 

All  workers  of  Ginsburg  Manufacturing 
Company,  Incorporated,  New  York,  New 
York  and  Redmond  Finishing  Company, 
Incorporated,  East  Stroudsbiug,  Pennsylvania 
who  became  totally  or  partially  separated 
from  employment  on  or  after  December  6, 
1978  are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day  of 
March  1980. 

C.  Michael  Aho, 

Director,  Office  of  Foreign  Economic 
Research. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7851  FUed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4510-2S-M 


[TA-W-67511 

Harry  Irwin,  Inc.;  Certification 
Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  10, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  20, 1979 


which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  and  Textile  Workers  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  men’s  tailored  clothing  at 
Harry  Irwin,  Incorporated,  New  York, 
New  York.  It  is  concluded  that  all  of  the 
reqdirements  have  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  men’s  and  boys’ 
tailored  suits  increased  relative  to 
domestic  production  in  1979  compared 
to  1978. 

A  survey  of  cutomers  of  Harry  Irwin 
revealed  that  customers  accounting  for  a 
significant  proportion  of  the  sales 
decline  experienced  by  the  subject  firm 
decreased  purchases  of  men’s  tailored 
clothing  from  Harry  Irwin  in  1979 
compared  to  1978  while  increasing 
purchases  of  men’s  suits,  topcoats  and 
overcoats  from  foreign  sources. 

Conlusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts 
obtained  in  the  investigation,  1  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  men’s 
tailored  clothing  produced  at  Harry 
Irwin,  Incorporated  contributed 
importantly  to  the  decline  in  sales  or 
production  and  to  the  total  or  partial 
separation  of  workers  of  that  firm.  In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  I  make  the  following  certificaiton: 

All  workers  of  Harry  Irwin,  Incorporated, 
New  York,  New  York  who  became  totally  or 
partially  separated  from  employment  on  or 
after  March  31, 1979  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter 
2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day  of 
March  1980. 

C.  Michael  Aho, 

Director,  Office  of  Foreign  Economic 
Research. 

PH  Doc.  80-7852  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4510-2S-M 


[TA-W-6752,  TA-W-6752-A.  TA-W-6752>B] 

Highlander  Sportswear,  Inc.; 
Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
A^stance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  USC  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  or  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  10, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  20, 1979 
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which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  and  Textile  Workers  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  shearling  coats  and  leather 
apparel  at  Highlander  Sportswear, 
Incorporated.  Newark,  New  Jersey  (TA- 
W-6752).  The  investigation  was 
expanded  to  include  workers  and  former 
workers  at  the  Clifton,  New  Jersey  (TA- 
W-6752-AJ  and  New  York,  New  York 
(TA-W-6752-B)  facilities  of  Highlander 
Sportswear,  Incorporated.  It  is 
concluded  that  all  of  the  requirements 
have  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  leather  coats  and 
jackets  for  men,  women,  and  children 
increased  in  dollar  value  and  rose 
relative  to  domestic  production  in  1978 
from  1977.  U.S.  imports  of  leather 
apparel  increased  in  dollar  value  and 
rose  relative  to  domestic  production  in 

1978  from  1977. 

A  Department  survey  revealed  that 
some  of  the  customers  surveyed  had 
reduced  purchases  from  Highlander 
Sportswear  and  had  increased 
purchases  of  imported  leather  coats  in 

1979  from  1978. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts 
obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imnports  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with 
shearling  coats  and  leather  apparel 
produced  at  Highlander  Sportswear, 
Incorporated  contributed  importantly  to 
the  decline  in  sales  or  production  and  to 
the  total  or  partial  separation  of  workers 
of  that  firm.  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  I  make  the 
following  certification: 

“All  workers  of  the  Newark,  New  Jersey  (TA¬ 
W-67542):  Clifton,  New  Jersey  (TA-W-6752- 
A):  and  New  York,  New  York  (TA-W-6752-B): 
facilities  of  Highlander  Sportswear, 
Incorporated  who  became  totally  or  partially 
separated  from  employment  on  or  after 
January  25, 1980  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter 
2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.” 

# 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day  of 
March  1980. 

Harry  J.  Gilman, 

Supervisory  International  Economist,  Office 
of  Foreign  Economic  Research. 

|FR  Doc.  BO-7853  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

OILLING  CODE  4510-28-M 


[TA-W-6725] 

International  Coat  Co.;  Certification 
Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  USC  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 


certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  8, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  31, 1979 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  ladies’ 
and  juniors’  outerwear  at  International 
Coat  Company,  Paterson,  New  Jersey. 
The  investigation  revealed  that  the  plant 
produces  primarily  ladies’  coats.  It  is 
concluded  that  all  of  the  reqirements 
have  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  women’s,  misses’  and 
children’s  coats  and  jackets  increased 
both  absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
production  in  1978  compared  to  1977. 

The  Department  of  Labor  conducted  a 
survey  of  the  manufacturers  for  whom 
International  Coat  Company  performed 
contract  work.  The  survey  revealed  that 
manufacturers  decreased  orders  with 
International  Coat  Company  and 
increased  imports  of  ladies’  coats  in 
1979  compared  to  1978.  These 
manufacturers  accounted  for  a 
substantial  proportion  of  International 
Coat  Company’s  decline  in  contract 
work  from  1978  to  1979. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts 
obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  ladies’  coats 
produced  at  International  Coat 
Company,  Paterson,  New  Jersey 
contributed  importantly  to  the  decline  in 
sales  or  production  and  to  the  total  or 
partial  separation  of  workers  of  that 
firm.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  I  make  the  following 
certification: 

“All  workers  of  International  Coat  Company, 
Paterson,  New  Jersey  who  became  totally  or 
partially  separated  from  employment  on  or 
after  December  27, 1978  are  eligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title  II, 
Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.” 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day  of 
March  1980. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7854  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  4510-28-M 


[TA-W-6726] 

Johnson  Steel  and  Wire  Company, 

Inc.;  Negative  Determination 
Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  8, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  January  2, 1980 
which  was  filed  by  the  United 
Steelworkers  of  America  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
tire  bead  wire  (high  carbon  steel  wire), 
at  the  Johnson  Steel  and  Wire  Company, 
Incorporated,  Akron,  Ohio.  The 
investigation  revealed  that  the  plant 
also  produces  oil  tempered  spring  wire. 
In  the  following  determination,  without 
regard  to  whether  any  of  the  other 
criteria  have  been  met,  the  following 
criterion  has  not  been  met: 

that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

The  plant  produced  tire  bead  wire  and 
oil  tempered  spring  wire.  Oil  tempered 
spring  wire  accounted  for  about  one- 
fifth  of  1979  sales,  and  the  investigation 
revealed  that  there  were  no  declines  in 
the  employment  of  workers  producing 
oil  tempered  spring  wire.  Employment 
declines  occurred  in  December  1979 
when  the  plant  discontinued  the 
production  of  tire  bead  wire. 

Imports  of  bead  wire  decreased  both 
absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
production  in  1979  compared  to  1978. 

The  Department  of  Labor  conducted  a 
survey  of  some  of  the  tire  bead  wire 
customers  of  Johnson  Steel  and  Wire 
Company,  Inc.,  Akron,  Ohio.  The  survey 
revealed  that  customers  which 
decreased  purchases  of  tire  bead  wire 
from  Johnson  Steel  and  Wire  did  not 
increase  purchases  of  imported  bead 
wire  in  1979  compared  to  1978. 

Industry  sources  indicated  that 
demand  for  bead  wire  slumped  in  1979 
primarily  due  to  the  decline  in  demand 
for  original  equipment  tires  caused  by 
reduced  automobile  production. 
Additionally,  there  is  a  trend  towards 
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production  of  smaller  tires  which  use 
less  bead  wire. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  the  Johnson  Steel  and 
Wire  Company,  Incorporated,  Akron, 
Ohio  are  denied  eligibility  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  imder  Tide  II, 
Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day  of 
March  1980. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doa  80-7855  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  4S10-2S-M 


[TA-W-67271 

Johnson  Steel  and  Wire  Co.,  Inc.; 
Negative  Determination  Regarding 
Eiigibiiity  To  Apply  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273J  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certihcation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  8, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  January  2, 1980 
which  was  filed  by  the  United 
Steelworkers  of  America  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
high  carbon  steel  wire  at  the  Johnson 
Steel  and  Wire  Company,  Incorporated, 
Worcester,  Massachusetts.  In  the 
following  determination,  without  regard 
to  whether  any  of  the  other  criteria  have 
been  met,  the  following  criterion  has  not 
been  met: 

that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

Employment  declines  at  the  Johnson 
Steel  and  Wire  Company  were  primarily 
attributable  to  the  discontinuance  of  tire 
bead  wire  production  at  the  plant. 

Production  and  sales  of  all  wire 
products  at  the  plant  increased  in  1978 
compared  to  1977  and  in  1979  compared 
to  1978.  Employment  at  the  plant 
increased  in  1979  compared  to  1978. 
There  were  no  significant  employment 
declines  until  December  1979  when  the 
production  of  tire  bead  wire  was 
discontinued. 


Imports  of  tire  bead  wire  declined 
both  absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
production  in  1979  compared  to  1978. 

Industry  sources  indicated  that 
demand  for  bead  wire  slumped  in  1979 
primarily  due  to  the  decline  in  demand 
for  original  equipment  tires  caused  by 
reduced  automobile  production. 
Additidnally,  there  is  a  trend  toward 
production  of  smaller  tires  which  use 
less  bead  wire. 

The  Department  of  Labor  conducted  a 
survey  of  some  of  the  tire  bead  wire 
customers  of  Johnson  Steel  and  Wire 
Company.  The  survey  revealed  that 
customers  which  decreased  purchases 
of  tire  bead  wire  fi'om  Johnson  Steel  and 
Wire  in  1979  compared  to  1978  did  not 
increase  purchases  of  imported  bead 
wire. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  the  Johnson  Steel  and 
Wire  Company,  Incorporated, 

Worcester,  Massachusetts  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  7th  day  of 
March  1980. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc  80-7856  Filed  3-13-60: 8:45  am] 

BI  LUNG  CODE  4S10-2S-M 


ITA-W-67161 

Leather  Mates,  Inc.;  Negative 
Determination  Regarding  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  8, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  20, 1979 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amafgamated 
Clothing  and  Textile  Workers  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  leather  apparel  at  Leather 
Mates,  Incorporated,  New  York,  New 
York.  In  the  following  determination, 
without  regard  to  whether  any  of  the 
other  criteria  have  been  met,  the 
following  criterion  has  not  been  met: 


that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  die  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

U.S.  imports  of  leather  apparel, 
including  men’s,  boy’s,  women’s, 
misses’,  juniors’  and  children’s  coats 
and  jackets,  decreased  during  the  first 
nine  months  of  1979  compared  to  the 
first  nine  months  of  1978. 

A  survey  of  manufactiu^rs  who 
contracted  out  work  to  Leather  Mates 
was  conducted  by  the  Department. 
Survey  results  reveal  that  none  of  the 
manufacturers  utilize  foreign  contractors 
or  import  finished  leather  apparel  for 
domestic  resale.  Two  of  the  largest 
manufacturers  who  contracted  out  work 
to  Leather  Mates  experienced  sales 
declines  during  1979  compared  to  1978. 
Secondary  surveys  of  customers  of  these 
two  manufacturers  were  therefore 
conducted  by  the  Department.  Results  of 
these  secondary  surveys  reveal  that 
none  of  the  customers  of  the 
manufacturers  decreased  purchases 
from  the  manufacturers  while  increasing 
purchases  of  imported  leather  apparel. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  Leather  Mates, 
Incorporated,  New  York,  New  York  are 
denied  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th  day 
of  March  1980. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Manogement, 
Administration  and  Plonning. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7857  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4510-2S-M 


[TA-W-6314]  • 

M  and  M  Valley  Sportswean 
Affirmative  Determination  Regarding 
Application  for  Reconsideration 

On  February  8, 1980,  one  of  the 
petitioners  requested  administrative 
reconsideration  of  the  Department  of 
Labor’s  Negative  Determination 
Regarding  ^igibility  to  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance  for 
workers  and  former  workers  of  M  and  M 
Valley  Sportswear,  Holsopple, 
Pennsylvanip.  This  determination  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
February  1, 1980,  (45  FR  7349). 

The  petitioner  claims  that  workers  at 
M  and  M  Valley  Sportswear,  Holsopple, 
Pennsylvania,  were  denied  trade 
adjustment  assistance  while  workers  at 
Tidy  Products,  Columbia,  Pennsylvania, 
TA-W-6453,  were  certified  eligible  for 
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trade  adjustment  assistance.  Tidy 
Products  was  the  sole  manufacturer  for 
which  M  and  M  Valley  Sportswear 
worked  in  1979. 

Conclusion 

After  review  of  the  application,  I 
conclude  that  the  claim  of  the  petitioner 
is  of  sufficient  weight  to  justify 
reconsideration  of  the  Department  of 
Labor's  prior  decision.  The  application 
is,  therefore,  granted. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day  of 
March  1980. 

C.  Michael  Abo, 

Director,  Office  of  Foreign  Economic 
Research. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7858  Filed  3-18-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4510-2S-M 


[TA-W-7098] 

Marc  Trans,  Inc.;  Negative 
Determination  Regarding  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  USC  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
February  12, 1980,  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  January  24, 
1980,  which  was  filed  by  the  Teamsters 
on  behalf  of  workers  and  former 
workers  of  the  Marc  Trans,  Inc., 
Rochester,  Pennsylvania. 

Marc  Trans,  Inc.  is  solely  engaged  in 
providing  transportation  sefvices. 

Thus,  workers  of  Marc  Trans,  Inc.  do 
not  produce  an  article  within  the 
meaning  of  Section  222(3)  of  the  Act. 
Therefore,  they  may  be  certified  only  if 
their  separation  was  caused  importantly 
by  a  reduced  demand  for  their  services 
from  a  parent  firm,  a  firm  otherwise 
related  to  Marc  Trans,  Inc.  by 
ownership,  or  a  firm  related  by  control. 

In  any  case,  the  reduction  in  demand  for 
services  must  originate  at  a  production 
facility  whose  workers  independently 
meet  the  statutory  criteria  for 
certihcation  and  that  reduction  must 
directly  relate  to  the  product  impacted 
by  imports. 

Marc  Trans,  Inc.  and  its  customers 
have  no  controlling  interest  in  one 
another.  The  subject  firm  is  not 
corporately  affiliated  with  any  other 
company  which  produces  an  article. 


All  workers  engaged  in  providing 
transportation  services  at  Marc  Trans, 
Inc.  are  employed  by  that  firm.  All 
personnel  actions  and  payroll 
transactions  are  controlled  by  Marc 
Trans,  Inc.  All  employee  benefits  are 
provided  and  maintained  by  Marc 
Trans,  Inc.  Workers  are  not,  at  any  time, 
under  employment  or  supervision  by 
customers  of  Marc  Trans,  Inc.  Thus, 
Marc  Trans,  Inc.,  and  not  any  of  its 
customers,  must  be  considered  to  be  the 
“workers’  firm”. 

Conclusion 

.  After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  Marc  Trans,  Inc., 
Rochester,  Pennsylvania  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day  of 
March  1980. 

C.  Michael  Aho, 

Director,  Office  of  Foreign  Economic 
Research. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7859  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4S10-28-M 


ITA-W-6450] 

McDonnell  Douglas  Corp.;  Affirmative 
Determination  Regarding  Application 
for  Reconsideration 

On  February  8, 1980,  the  union 
requested  administrative 
reconsideration  of  the  Department  of 
Labor’s  Negative  Determination 
Regarding  Eligibility  to  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance  for 
workers  and  former  workers  of 
McDonnell  Douglas  Corporation,  St. 
Louis,  Missouri.  This  determination  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
February  1, 1980,  (45  FR  7349). 

The  union  claims  that  workers 
engaged  in  the  production  of  avionics 
doors  at  McDonnell  Douglas  were  laid 
off  because  avionics  doors  were 
imported  from  Israel  as  part  of  an  offset 
agreement  made  with  Israel  by 
McDonnell  Douglas  Corporation. 
According  to  the  union,  this 
committment  allowed  Israeli  industry  an 
opportunity  to  bid  on  selected 
components  which  they  were  judged 
qualified  to  produce.  Further,  the  union 
provided  the  names  of  the  separated 
workers  it  claims  were  adversely 
impacted  by  imports  of  avionic  doors 
from  Israel. 

Conclusion 

After  review  of  the  application,  I 
conclude  that  the  claim  of  the  petitioner 
is  of  sufficient  weight  to  justify 
reconsideration  of  the  Department  of 


Labor’s  prior  decision.  The  application 
is,  therefore,  granted. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  5th  day  of 
March  1980. 

C.  Michael  Aho, 

Director,  Office  of  Foreign  Economic 
Research. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7860  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4S10-28-M 


Investigations  Regarding 
Certifications  of  Eligibiiity  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

Petitions  have  been  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  Labor  under  Section  221(a) 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”)  and 
are  identified  in  the  Appendix  to  this 
notice.  Upon  receipt  of  these  petitions, 
the  Director  of  the  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of 
International  Labor  Affairs,  has 
instituted  investigations  pursuant  to 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 

The  purpose  of  each  of  the 
investigations  is  to  determine  whether 
absolute  or  relative  increases  of  inqiorts 
of  articles  like  or  directly  competitive 
.with  articles  produced  by  the  workers’ 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof  have  contributed  importantly  to 
an  absolute  decline  in  sales  or 
production,  or  both,  or  such  firm  or 
subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or 
threatened  total  or  partial  separation  of 
a  significant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision. 

Petitioners  meeting  these  eligibility 
requirements  will  be  certifred'  as  eligible 
to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  II,  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90.  The 
investigations  will  further  relate,  as 
appropriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial 
separations  began  or  threatened  to 
begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the  firm 
involved. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the 
petitioners  or  any  other  persons  showing 
a  substantial  interest  in  the  subject 
matter  of  the  investigations  may  request 
a  public  hearing,  provided  such  request 
is  filed  in  writing  with  the  Director, 

Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance, 
at  the  address  shown  below,  not  later 
than  March  24, 1980. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  regarding  the 
subject  matter  of  the  investigations  to 
the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  at  the  address  shown  below, 
not  later  than  March  24, 1980. 

The  petitions  filed  in  this  case  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of 
the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
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Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
200  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W., 


Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th 
of  March  1980. 


Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Officeof  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 


Appendix 


Petitioner  Union/worfcere  or  Lxtcation 

former  workers  of— 


Ctvysler  Corp.,  San  Leandro  Parts  Depot  San  Leandro.  Cakf . 

(UAW). 

Chrysler  Corp..  Minneapolis  Parts  Depot  Plymouth  Village,  Minn - 

(UAW). 

Chrysler  Corp.,  Denver  Parts  Depot  (UAW) .....  Denver,  Colo - - 

Chrysler  Oxp.,  Los  Angeles  Parts  Depot  Fullerton,  CaH . . 

(UAW). 

Chrysler  Corp.,  Boston  Parts  Depot  (UAW) _  Natick,  Mass . 

Chrysler  Corp.,  Portland  Parts  Depot  (UAW) ...  Beaverton,  Dreg - 

Chrysler  Corp.,  New  York  Parts  Depot  (UAW).  Tappan,  NY . 

Chrysler  Corp.,  Richmond  Parts  Depot  (UAW)  RidimotKl,  Va . 

Chrysler  Corp.,  Cleveland  Parts  De^t  (UAW).  Solon,  Ohio . . 

Chrysler  Corp.,  Kansas  City  Parts  Depot  Kansas  City,  Mo _ 

(UAW). 

Chrysler  Corp.,  Atlanta  Parts  Depot  (UAW) .....  Atlanta.  Ga . 

Chrysler  Corp.,  Memphis  Parts  Depot  (UAW)..  Memphis,  Tenn . . 

Chrysler  Corp.,  Chic^  Parts  Depot  (UAW)....  Elk^ove  Village.  Ill . 

Chrysler  Corp.,  Indianapolis  Parts  Depot  Indiaitapoks,  Ind . . . 

(UAW). 

Chrysler  Corp.,  Centerline  Parts  Depot  (UAW)  Centerline,  Mich . . . 

Chrysler  Corp.,  Warren  Parte  Depot  (UAW).....  Warren,  Mich . 

Chrysler  Corp.,  Orlando  Parte  D^t  (UAW)....  Orlando.  Fla . . 

Chrysler  Corp.,  Brownstown  Parte  Oe(x>t  Wyandott,  Mich . 

(UAW). 


Belmont  Garment  Co.  (workers) .  Cambridge,  Mass. 

Barson  &  Co.  (company) . .» . . Palmerton,  Pa . 

Vivitar  Corp  (workers) .  LyndhursL  N.J . 


Globe  Industries,  Oregon  Ohio  Plant  Oregon,  Ohio . 

(RWDSU). 

Lear-Siegler,  Lear  Siegler  Automotive  Division  Detroit  Mich _ _ ’ 

(UAW). 

General  Motors  Corp.,  Chevrolet— Adrian  Adrian,  Mich _ 

(UAW). 

General  Motors  Corp.,  OktemobUe  Forge  Lansing,  Mich _ 

(UAW). 

General  Motor  Corp.,  Fisher  Body  Stamping  Kalamazoo,  Mich . 

(UAW). 

Gloucester  Ice  &  Cold  Storage  Co.  (workers)..  Gloucester,  Mass . 

Leslie  Fay,  Inc.  (workers) .  Lincolnton,  N.C . 

Merit  Maiiufacturing  Co.  (workers) . . .  Fall  River,  Maas _ 

Lisa  Scott  Apparel,  Inc.  (company) _  New  York,  N.Y . . 

Whitestone  Industries,  Inc.  (company) .  New  York,  N.Y.... . . 

Southern  Appalachian  Coal  Co.,  Freeport  Julian,  W.  Va . . 

Mine  No.  1  (workers). 

Southern  Appalachian  Coal  Co.,  Bull  Creek  Julian,  W.  Va . —.7. . 

Mine  No.  1  (workers). 

Goldfields,  Inc.  (workers) . . .  Signal  Hill,  Calif . —_... 

M.  G.  Kinsler  Co.,  Inc.  (ILGWU) .  Springfield,  Mass . 

Industrial  Timer  Corp.  (lUE) . . .  Parsippany,  N.J . 

Collins  &  CaUin,  Inc.  (workers)^ .  Port  Huron  Mich . 

Sunset  Sportwear  (ACTWU).„ .  Seattle,  Wash . 

General  ^fety  Co^.  (workers) .  St.  Clair  Shores,  Mich _ 

Louis  Goldstein  (ILGWU) .  New  York,  N.Y . 

Plesco  Products,  Inc.  (company) .  Worcester,  Mass . 

Morris  Levine  &  Son,  Inc.  (workers) . . .  New  York,  N.Y . . . . 

Seneca  Glass  Co.  (American  Flint  Glass  Morgantown,  W.  Va _ _ 

Workers  Union). 

Levy  Goidkiang,  Inc.  (company) .  New  York,  N.Y . . 

SkU^,  Inc.  (company) . .  Now  York,  N.Y . . 

Westinghouse  Electric  Corp.  (IBEW) .  Reform,  Ala . 

Preception  Direction  (ILGWU) .  Hialeah,  Fla . 

WoMfloot  Knitttng  Mills  (ILGWU) .  RosoHe  N  J . . . 

Hardware  Spring  Corp.  (workers)  . .  Detroit  Mich . 

Skagit  Cedar  Products,  Inc.  (workar^~ .  Hamilton,  Wash . 

The  Homer  Laughlin  China  Co.  (International  Newell,  W.  Va . . 

Brotherhood  of  Pottery  &  Allied  Workers 
Union). 

Jan’s  Things  (ACTWU) _ _ _  Now  York,  N.Y . . . 

Orion's  Belt  Inc.  (workers) . .  Bloomington,  Ind _ _ _ ,... 

RaiKMx,  Inc.,  Worthington-Galena  Plant  (lAM  Columbus,  Ohio _ _ _ 

a  AW). 

Utica  Cutlery  Co.,  Inc.  (USWA) .  Now  York  Mills,  N.Y _ 

Utica  Cutter  Co.,  Inc.  (USWA) .  Utica,  N.Y . . 

Island  Creek  C<^  Co.,  Big  Creek  No.  1  Mine  Sidney,  Ky . . . . 

(UMWA). 

Isl^  Creek  Coal  Co.,  Big  Creek  No.  2  Mine  Sidney,  KY _ _ 

(UMWA). 

Northern  Processors,  Inc.  (lAMAW) _  Caribou,  Maine . . 

Surtehine  Leonard  (ACTWU) .  Now  York,  N.Y . 

Maben  Energy  Corp.,  Maben  Energy  Mine  Maben,  W.  Va . 

(UMWA). 


Date  Date  of  Petition  No.  Articles  produced 

received  petition 


2/29/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,280 

2/29/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7^81 

2/29/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,282 

2/29/60 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,283 

2/29/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,284 

2/29/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,285 

2/29/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,286 

2/29/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,287 

2/29/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,288 

2/29/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,289 

2/29/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,290 

2/29/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,291 

2/29/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,292 

2/29/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,293 

2/29/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,294 

2/29/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,295 

2/29/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,296 

2/29/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,297 

2/27/80 

2/15/80 

TA-W-7,298 

2/19/80 

2/15/80 

TA-W-7,299 

2/27/80 

2/13/60 

TA-W-7,300 

2/29/80 

2/25/80 

TA-W-7,301 

2/29/80 

2/13/80 

TA-W-7,302 

2/29/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,303 

2/29/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,304 

2/29/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,305 

2/29/80 

2/25/80 

TA-W-7,306 

2/22/80 

2/19/80 

TA-W-7,307 

2/18/80 

2/13/80 

TA-W-7,306 

2/13/80 

1/31/80 

TA-W-7,309 

2/13/80 

1/31/80 

TA-W-7,310 

2/28/80 

2/25/80 

TA-W-7,311 

2/28/80 

2/25/80 

TA-W-7,312 

7/20/80 

2/14/80 

TA-W-7,313 

2/26/80 

2/22/80 

TA-W-7,314 

2/27/80 

2/22/80 

TA-W-7,315 

2/19/80 

2/12/80 

TA-W-7,316 

2/18/80 

2/15/80 

TA-W-7,317 

2/26/80 

2/19/80 

TA-W-7,318 

2/22/80 

2/14/80 

TA-W-7,319 

2/29/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,320 

2/16/80 

2/14/80 

TA-W-7,321 

2/28/80 

2/22/80 

TA-W-7,322 

2/18/80 

2/14/80 

TA-W-7,323 

2/18/80 

2/14/80 

TA-W-7,324 

2/27/80 

2/22/80 

TA-W-7,325 

2/27/80 

2/20/80 

TA-W-7,326 

2/27/80 

2/22/80 

TA-W-7,327 

2/29/80 

2/25/80 

TA-W-7,328 

2/28/80 

2/23/80 

TA-W-7,329 

2/28/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7,330 

2/26/80 

2/22/80 

TA-W-7,331 

2/27/80 

2/22/80 

TA-W-7,332 

1/16/80 

1/11/80 

TA-W-7,333 

2/29/80 

2/25/80 

TA-W-7,334 

2/29/80 

2/25/80 

TA-W-7,335 

2/11/80 

2/7/80 

TA-W-7,336 

2/11/80 

2/7/80 

TA-W-7,337 

2/25/80 

2/20/80 

TA-W-7,338 

2/26/80 

2/22/80 

TA-W-7,339 

2/26/80 

2/22/80 

TA-W-7,340 

Distribution  of  automotive  parte  and  accessories. 

Distrtxition  of  automotive  parte  and  accessories. 

Distribution  of  automotive  parte  and  accessories. 
Distribution  of  automotive  parte  and  accessories. 

Distribution  of  automotive  parte  and  accessories. 
Distribution  of  automotive  parte  arxf  accessories. 
Distribution  of  automotive  parte  and  accessories. 
Distribution  of  automotive  parte  arrd  accessories. 
Distribution  of  automotive  parte  artd  accessories. 
Distribution  of  automotive  parte  arxl  accessories. 

Distribution  of  automotive  parte  and  accessories. 
Distribution  of  automotive  parts  arxl  accessories. 
Distribution  of  automotive  parte  and  accessories. 
Distribution  of  autornotive  parte  and  accessories. 

Distribution  of  automotive  parte  arxl  accessories. 
Distribution  of  automotive  parte  and  accessories. 
Distribution  of  automotive  parte  and  accessories. 
Distribution  of  automotive  parte  and  accessories. 

Men’s  rainwear  and  topcoats. 

Women’s  arx)  misses  tops. 

Photographic  equipment. 

Sound  deadenirrg  material. 

Truck  axle  housirrg  and  lubes,  transmission  supports, 
frame  crossmembers. 

Engine  parte. 

Cutlasses,  Cutlasses  Supremes,  nrxitor  components. 

Forgings— steel  door  parrels  arxl  various  other  forgings. 

Pack  fish  in  master  cartons,  freeze  and  store  the  fish. 
Fxiished  fabric  (knitted). 

Ladies’  better  dresses,  also,  ladies’  skirts. 

Ladies’  arxl  men’s  apparel. 

Ladies’  and  men’s  apparel. 

Metallurgical  coal. 

Metallurgical  coal. 

Hair  dryers,  curling  irons,  makeup  mirrors,  and  hambur¬ 
ger  cxxykers. 

Ladies’  coats. 

Relays  arxl  timers,  also,  electronic  equipment. 

General  contracting  (bricklaying  and  carpentry). 

Men’s,  women’s  arxl  children’s  outerwear. 

Safety  belts. 

Ladies’  coats. 

Hospital  disposable  garments. 

LactM’  doth  coats,  suite,  and  ladies’  leather  coats. 
Harxlmade  glass. 

Ladies’  leather  coats  arxl  jackets. 

Ladies’  leather  coats  arxl  jackets. 

Photo  flashes. 

Women’s  sportswear. 

Sportswear. 

Torque  rods,  regulator  springs,  brockets,  door  checks. 
Cedar  shakes  for  roofing. 

Earthware  plates,  cups,  and  saucers,  also,  china  for 
hotels  arxl  hospitals. 

Ladtes’  dresses. 

Leather  belts. 

All  types  of  controls  and  valves. 

Stainless  steel  llatvvear. 

Fixed  blade  cutler. 

Metallurgical  coal. 

Metallurgical  coal. 

Frozen  potatoes,  vegetables,  and  byproducts. 

Ladns’  dresses  arxl  some  sportswear. 

Metallurgical  coal. 


(FR  Doc  80-7841  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 
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[TA-W-6771] 

Metallurgical  Exoproducts  Corp., 
McKees  Rocks,  Pa.;  Negative 
Determination  Regarding  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  14, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  January  8, 1980 
which  was  filed  by  the  Industrial  Union 
of  Marine  and  Shipbuilding  Workers  of 
America,  AFL-CIO,  Local  61,  on  behalf 
of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  chemicals  for  steel  products 
at  Metallurgical  Exoproducts 
Corporation,  McKees  Rocks, 
Pennsylvania.  The  investigation 
revealed  that  the  plant  primarily 
produces  exothermic  materials  for  use  in 
the  production  of  steel.  In  the  following 
determination,  without  regard  to 
whether  any  of  the  other  criteria  have 
been  met,  the  following  criterion  has  not 
been  met: 

That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

The  petition  alleges  that  imports  of 
steel  and  automobiles  have  reduced  the 
demand  for  exothermic  materials  and 
contributed  importantly  to  a  decline  in 
sales,  production  and  employment  at 
Metallurgical  Exoproducts  Corporation. 
However,  imports  of  steel  or 
automobiles  are  not  "like  or  directly 
competitive”  with  exothermic  materials 
within  the  meaning  of  section  222(3]  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
imports  of  exothermic  materials  are 
insignificant.'  A  survey  of  the  major 


domestic  steel  producers  revealed  that 
there  are  no  significant  imports  of 
exothermic  compounds  into  the  United 
States. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  Metallurgical 
Exoproducts  Corporation,  McKees 
Rocks,  Pennsylvania  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day  of 
March  1980. 

C.  Michael  Aho, 

Director,  Office  of  Foreign  Economic 
Research. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8001  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4510-28-M 


[TA-W-6802] 

Northern  Steel  Co.,  Inc.,  Detroit,  Mich.; 
Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  17, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  January  14, 1980 
which  was  filed  by  the  United 
Automobile,  Aerospace  and  Agricultural 
Workers  of  America,  Local  #212  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
cutting  and  warehousing  steel  for 
Chrysler  automotive  plants  at  Northern 
Steel  Company,  Incorporated,  Detroit, 
Michigan.  The  investigation  revealed 
that  Northern  Steel  Company, 
Incorporated  is  a  wholly-owned 
subsidiary  of  Chrysler  Corporation.  It  is 
concluded  that  all  of  the  requirements 
have  been  met. 

In  order  to  determine  if  increased 
imports  contributed  importantly  to 
production  and  employment  declines  at 
the  petitioning  auxiliary  plants  of 
Chrysler  Corporation,  the  Department 


sought  to  determine  the  degree  to  which 
each  auxiliary  plant  was  integrated  into 
the  production  of  Chrysler  car  and/or 
truck  lines  which  have  been  subject  to 
import  injury.  Where  it  was  established 
that  an  auxiliary  plant  was  substantially 
integrated  into  the  production  of  trade- 
impacted  Chrysler  car  or  truck  lines,  the 
Department  considered  imports  of  like 
or  directly  competitive  cars  and  trucks 
in  determining  import  injury  to  workers 
at  the  auxiliary  plant. 

The  Department  determined  that 
Northern  Steel  Company,  Incorporated, 
a  wholly-owned  subsidiary  of  Chrysler 
Corporation,  was  substantially 
integrated  into  the  production  of  one  or 
more  of  the  Chrysler  car  and  truck  lines 
which  have  been  subject  to  import 
injury.  During  the  1977-1979  period. 
Northern  Steel  Company,  Incorporated 
cut  and  warehoused  sheet  steel  coils 
exclusively  for  use  in  the  production  of 
car  and  truck  body  parts  at  Chrysler’s 
Eight-Mile  and  Outer  Drive,  Mack 
Avenue,  Warren,  and  Sterling  stamping 
plants.  Production  at  all  four  of  these 
plants  declined  significantly  from  MY 
1978  to  MY  1979  and/or  in  the  final  two 
quarters  of  MY  1979  compared  to  the 
same  quarters  of  MY  1978.  In  the  course 
of  earlier  investigations  (TA-W-5986, 
5988,  5998,  and  6040),  the  Department 
determined  that  a  significant  portion  of 
the  total  output  of  each  of  these  four 
stamping  plants  was  ultimately  used  in 
the  production  of  trade-impacted 
Chrysler  cars  and  trucks.  Certifications 
were  issued  on  behalf  of  workers  at  all 
four  plants  on  November  6, 1979. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts 
obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  Aspen, 
Volare,  Diplomat,  LeBaron,  Newport, 
New  Yorker  and  St.  Regis  automobiles, 
pickup  trucks,  general  utility  light  trucks, 
and  utility  vans  produced  by  Chrysler 
Corporation  contributed  importantly  to 
the  decline  in  sales  or  production  and  to 
the  total  or  partial  separation  of  workers 
at  Northern  Steel  Company, 

Incorporated,  Detroit,  Michigan.  In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  I  make  the  following  certiHcation: 

All  workers  of  Northern  Steel  Company, 
Incorporated,  Detroit,  Michigan,  who  became 
totally  or  partially  separated  from 
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employment  on  or  after  March  1, 1979  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  trade  Act  of 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th  day 
of,  March  1980. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management 
Administration  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8002  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  bid] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4S10-2S-M 


[TA-W-6775 

ParKwear  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  West 
Roxbury,  Mass.;  Negative 
Determination  Regarding  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certiHcation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  14, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  31, 1979 
which'  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  women’s 
skirts,  blouses,  jackets  and  blazers  at 
Parkway  Manufacturing  Company.  West 
Roxbury.  Massachusetts.  The 
investigation  revealed  that  the  firm 
changed  its  name  to  Parkwear 
Manufacturing  Company,  Incorporated 
on  January  1, 1980.  The  plant  produces 
primarily  women’s  blazers.  In  the 
following  determination,  without  regard 
to  whether  any  of  the  other  criteria  have 
been  met,  the  following  criterion  has  not 
been  met: 

that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

U.S.  imports  of  women’s,  misses’  and 
children’s  coats  and  jackets  decreased 
absolutely  during  the  January- 
September  period  of  1979  compared  to 
the  corresponding  period  of  1978. 

The  Department  of  Labor  conducted  a 
survey  of  the  customers  of  Parkwear 
Manufacturing  Company,  Incorporated. 
The  survey  revealed  that  manufacturers 
for  whom  Parkwear  produced  women’s 
blazers  did  not  contract  with  foreign 
sources  or  import  women’s  blazers 
during  1978  or  1979.  The  manufacturers 


reported  that  their  sales  increased 
during  1979  as  compared  to  1978. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  Parkwear  Manufacturing 
Company.  Incorporated  (formerly 
known  as  Parkway  Manufacturing 
Company),  West  Roxbury, 
Massachusetts  are  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day  of 
March  1980. 

Hairy  J.  Gilman 

Supervisory  International  Economist,  Office 
of  Foreign  Economic  Research. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8003  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4510-2S-M 


[TA-W-67111 

St  Joe  Zinc  Co.,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.; 
Termination  of  Investigation 

Pursuant  to  Section  221  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974,  an  investigation  was 
initiated  on  January  7, 1980  in  response 
to  a  worker  petition  received  on 
December  27, 1979  which  was  filed  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers  at 
the  St.  Joe  Zinc  Company,  Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania. 

The  petitioning  group  of  workers  was 
certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  in  a 
determination  issued  on  September  21, 
1978  (TA-W-3455).  Since  workers  of  the 
St.  Joe  Zinc  Company,  Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania  newly  separated,  totally 
or  partially,  fi-om  employment  on  or 
after  July  1, 1977  (impact  date)  and 
before  September  21, 1980  (expiration 
date  of  the  certification)  are  covered  by 
an  existing  determination,  a  new 
investigation  would  serve  no  purpose. 
Consequently,  the  investigation  has 
been  terminated. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  3rd  day  of 
March  1980. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8004  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  4510-2S-M 


[TA-W-6474] 

Snob  Fashions  Inc.,  Jersey  CKy,  N.J.; 
Negative  Determination  Regarding 
Application  for  Reconsideration 

By  an  application  dated  February  14, 
1980,  counsel  for  the  petitioner 
requested  administrative 
reconsideration  of  the  Department  of 
Labor’s  Negative  Determination 


Regarding  Eligibility  to  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance  in  the 
case  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  women’s  coats  at  Snob 
Fashions,  Inc.,  Jersey  City,  New  Jersey. 
The  determination  was  published  in  die 
Federal  Register  on  January  25, 1980,  (45 
FR  6216). 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.18(c), 
reconsideration  may  be  granted  under 
the  following  circumstances: 

(1)  If  it  appears  on  the  basis  of  facts 
not  previously  considered  that  the 
determination  complained  of  was 
erroneous; 

(2)  If  it  appears  that  the  determination 
complained  of  was  based  on  a  mistake 
in  the  determination  of  facts  previously 
considered;  or 

(3)  If,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Certifying 
Officer,  a  misinterpretation  of  facts  or  of 
the  law  justifies  recpnsideration  of  the 
decision. 

Counsel  for  the  petitioner  claims  that 
the  Department’s  negative  decision 
concerning  Snob  Fashions’  petition  for 
trade  adjustment  assistance  is  arbitrary, 
capricious  and  discriminatory  since 
workers  for  two  other  contractors  which 
do  business  with  the  subject  firm’s 
manufacture,  have  recendy  been 
certified  eligible  for  trade  adjustment 
assistance. 

The  Department’s  review  indicated 
that  workers  of  Snob  Fashions,  Jersey 
City,  New  Jersy  were  denied  eligibility 
because  they  did  not  meet  the 
“contributed  importantly’’  test  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974.  Only  one 
manufacturer  provided  contract  work 
for  women’s  coats  to  Snob  Fashions  in 

1978  and  1979.  The  Department’s  survey 
of  this  manufacturer  indicated  that  this 
manufacturer  increased  its  contract 
work  with  Snob  Fashions  in  1978 
compared  to  1977  and  in  the  January  to 
October  1979  period  compared  to  the 
same  period  in  1978. 

The  Department  does  not  consider 
counsel’s  claims  as  relevant  in  rebutting 
the  basis  of  the  Department’s  denial, 
since  the  manufacturer  which  provided 
contract  work  to  the  other  two  firms  as 
well  as  Snob  Fashions,  decreased  its 
orders  with  these  two  firms  but 
increased  its  orders  with  Snob  Fashions 
in  the  January  to  October  1979  period 
compared  to  the  like  period  in  1978. 

Snob  Fashions  Inc.’s  production  and 
sales  increased  in  1978  compared  to 
1977  and  in  the  period  January-October, 

1979  compared  to  the  same  period  in 
1978.  Under  the  Act  in  order  to  certify  a 
worker  group  as  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance,  the  Department 
must  find  that  sales  or  production  have 
declined. 
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Conclusion 

After  review  of  the  application  and 
the  investigative  file,  I  conclude  that 
there  has  been  no  error  or 
misinterpretation  of  fact  or 
misinterpretation  of  the  law  which 
would  justify  reconsideration  of  the 
Department. of  Labor's  prior  decision. 
The  application  is,  therefore,  denied. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th  day 
of  March  1980. 

C.  Michael  Aho, 

Director,  Office  of  Foreign  Economic 
Research. 

|FR  Doc.  80-8005  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4510-28-M 


[TA-W-6739] 

steel  Parts  Corp.,  Tipton,  Ind.; 

Negative  Determination  Regarding 
Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  9, 1980,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  January  2, 1980 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing 
automotive  stampings  at  Steel  Parts 
Corporation,  Tipton,  Indiana.  The 
investigation  revealed  that  the  plant 
primarily  produces  automobile  and 
truck  door  hinges,  clutch  plates  and 
bushing  components.  In  the  following 
determination,  without  regard  to 
whether  any  of  the  other  criteria  have 
been  tnet,  the  following  criterion  has  not 
been  met: 

That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

The  Department  conducted  a  survey 
of  customers  of  Steel  Parts  Corporation. 
None  of  the  customers  surveyed 
purchased  imported  clutch  plates,  and 
bushing  components  in  1978  and  in  1979. 
Production  of  automobile  and  truck  door 
hinges  increased  from  1978  to  1979. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  Steel  Parts  Corporation, 


Tipton,  Indiana  are  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day  of 
March  1980. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administration  and  Planning. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8006  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 
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ITA-W-6589] 

Universal  Atlas  Cement  Co.,  Division 
of  the  United  States  Steel  Corp., 
Buffington  Plant,  Gary,  Ind.;  Negative 
Determination  Regarding  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
December  10, 1979  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  received  on  December  3, 
1979  which  was  filed  by  the  United 
Steelworkers  of  America  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
gray  cement  at  the  Buffington  Plant, 
Universal  Atlas  Cement  Division  of  the 
United  States  Steel  Corporation,  Gary, 
Indiana.  The  investigation  revealed  that 
there  is  a  second  plant  on  the  grounds 
producing  calcium  aluminate  cement  but 
contact  with  the  petitioners  revealed 
that  the  petition  was  intended  to  cover 
only  the  gray  and  masonry  cement 
plant.  In  the  following  determination, 
without  regard  to  whether  any  of  the 
other  criteria  have  been  met,  the 
following  criterion  has  not  been  met: 

That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

In  November  1979  U.S.  Steel 
announced  plans  to  close  16  facilities  in 
seven  states  as  part  of  a  nationwide 
retrenchment  program  in  which 
operations  described  as  noncompetitive 
will  be  phased  out.  Among  the  facilities 
being  closed  are  three  cement  producing 
plants  of  the  Universal  Atlas  Cement 
Division,  including  the  Buffington  plant. 


The  investigation  disclosed  that 
United  States  Steel  decided  to  close  the 
three  cement  plants  because  of  obsolete 
equipment  at  the  plants.  Imports  of 
cement  did  not  contribute  importantly  to 
the  decision  to  close  the  Buffington 
plant. 

The  petition  alleges  that  imports  of 
cement  clinker  from  Canada  caused  the 
November  1979  layoff  of  workers  at  the 
Buffington  plant.  Clinker  is  an  earlier 
stage  of  production  in  the  manufacture 
of  cement.  The  Buffington  plant  began 
importing  clinker  in  June  1978  to 
supplement  its  own  clinker  production. 
Since  clinker  requires  further  processing 
before  it  can  be  sold  as  cement,  the 
importation  of  clinker  did  not  result  in 
significant  employment  declines. 

After  the  plant  began  importing 
clinker,  employment  increased  in  the 
third  quarter  of  1978  compared  to  the 
second  quarter,  and  again  in  the  fourth 
quarter  compared  to  the  third,  and 
remained  stable  in  the  first  quarter  of 
1979.  Significant  employment  declines 
did  not  occur  until  November  1979  when 
the  U.S.  Steel  Corporation  announced 
plans  to  close  the  Buffington  plant  and 
began  phasing  out  cement  production. 
The  investigation  revealed  that  the 
Buffington  plant’s  importation  of  clinker 
did  not  contribute  importantly  to  U.S. 
Steel’s  decision  to  close  the  three 
cement  facilities  of  the  Atlas  Cement 
Division. 

The  Department  of  Labor  conducted  a 
survey  of  some  of  the  customers  of  the 
Buffington  plant.  The  survey  revealed 
that  none  of  the  respondents  purchased 
imported  cement  or  cement  clinker. 
Several  of  the  respondents  stated  that 
there  were  little  or  no  imports  of  cement 
entering  the  local  market  during  the  past 
two  years. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  the  Buffington  Plant, 
Universal  Atlas  Cement  Division  of  the 
United  States  Steel  Corporation,  Gary, 
Indiana  engaged  in  employment  related 
to  the  production  of  gray  and  masonry 
cement  are  denied  eligibility  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  II, 
Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day  of 
March  1980. 

C.  Michael  Aho, 

Director,  Office  of  Foreign  Economic 
Research. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8007  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 
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[TA-W-6847] 

Valley  Camp  Coal  Co.,  Alexander  Mine, 
Moundsville,  W.  Va.;  Negative 
Determination  Regarding  Eligibility  To 
Apply  For  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certihcation 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  each  of  the  groups  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  24, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  January  15, 1980 
which  was  filed  by  the  United  Mine 
Workers  of  America  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
coal  at  the  Valley  Camp  Coal  Company, 
Alexander  Mine,  Moundsville,  West 
Virginia.  In  the  following  determination, 
without  regard  to  whether  any  of  the 
other  criteria  have  been  met,  the 
following  criterion  has  not  been  met: 

That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

The  ratio  of  imports  of  bituminous 
coal  to  U.S.  production  has  remained 
below  one  percent  in  every  year  from 
1973  through  1978.  Imports  decreased 
absolutely  and  relatively  in  the  first  nine 
months  of  1979  compared  to  the  first 
nine  months  of  1978. 

The  Department  contacted  all 
customers  of  the  Alexander  Mine  of 
Valley  Camp  Coal  Company.  These 
customers  do  not  purchase  imported 
coal.  The  customers  replaced  the 
Alexander  Mine  with  other  domestic 
suppliers  of  bituminous  coal. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review,  I  determine  that 
all  workers  of  Valley  Camp  Coal 
Company,  Alexander  Mine, 

Moundsville,  West  Virginia  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th  day 
of  March  1980. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management 
Administration  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8008  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 
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Office  of  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs 

[Prohibited  Transaction  Exemption  80-13] 

Exemption  From  the  Prohibitions  for 
Certain  Transactions  Invoiving  the 
Staniey  D.  Crawford,  D.D.S.,  P.C.  Profit 
Sharing  Plan,  Located  in  Northglenn, 
Colo.  (Exemption  Application  No.  0- 
1476) 

agency:  Department  of  Labor. 

ACTION:  Grant  of  individual  exemption. 

SUMMARY:  This  exemption  permits  the 
sale  of  a  limited  partnership  interest  in 
the  First  Mate  Restaurant  Ltd.  (the 
Partnership)  by  the  Stanley  D.  Crawford, 
D.D.S.,  P.C.  Profit  Sharing  Plan  (the 
Plan)  to  Stanley  D.  Crawford,  a  party  in 
interest  with  respect  to  the  Plain. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Paul  R.  Antsen  of  the  Office  of  Fiduciary 
Standards,  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs,  Room  C-4526,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  200  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20216, 
(202)  523-6915,  (This  is  not  a  toll-free 
number.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

December  28, 1979  notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (44  FR  76880)  of 
the  pendency  before  the  Department  of 
Labor  (the  Department)  of  a  proposal  to 
grant  an  exemption  from  the  restrictions 
of  section  406(a),  406  (b)(1)  and  (b)(2)  of 
the  Employee  Retirement  Income 
Security  Act  of  1974  (the  Act)  and  from 
the  taxes  imposed  by  section  4975  (a) 
and  (b)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954  (the  Code)  by  reason  of  section 
4975(c)(1)  (A)  through  (E)  of  the  Code, 
for  the  sale  of  a  limited  partnership 
interest  owned  by  the  Plan  to  Stanley  D. 
Crawford,  a  party  in  interest  with 
respect  to  the  Plan.  The  notice  set  forth 
a  summary  of  facts  and  representations 
contained  in  the  application  for 
exemption  and  referred  interested 
persons  to  the  application  for  a 
complete  statement  of  the  facts  and 
representations.  The  application  has 
been  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  Department  in  Washington,  D.C.  The 
notice  also  invited  interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  on  the  requested 
exemption  to  the  Department.  In 
addition  the  notice  states  that  any 
interested  person  might  submit  a  written 
request  that  a  public  hearing  be  held 
relating  to  this  exemption.  The  applicant 
has  represented  that  he  has  complied 
with  the  requirements  of  the  notification 
to  interested  persons  as  set  forth  in  the 
notice  of  pendency.  No  public  comments 
and  no  requests  for  a  hearing  were 
received  by  the  Department. 


The  notice  of  pendency  was  issued 
and  the  exemption  is  being  granted 
solely  by  the  Department  because, 
effective  December  31, 1978,  section  102 
of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  4  of  1978  (43 
FR  47713,  October  17, 1978)  transferred 
the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  issue  exemptions  of  the  type 
proposed  to  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 

General  Information 

The  attention  of  interested  persons  is 
directed  to  the  following: 

(1)  The  fact  that  a  transaction  is  the 
subject  of  an  exemption  granted  under 
section  408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section 
4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code  does  not  relieve  a 
fiduciary  or  other  party  in  interest  or 
disqualified  person  with  respect  to  a 
plan  to  which  the  exemption  is 
applicable  from  certain  other  provisions 
of  the  Act  and  the  Code.  These 
provisions  include  any  prohibited 
transaction  provisions  to  which  the 
exemption  does  not  apply  and  the 
general  fiduciary  responsibility 
provisions  of  section  404  of  the  Act, 
which  among  other  things  require  a 
fiduciary  to  discharge  his  or  her  duties 
respecting  the  plan  solely  in  the  interest 
of  the  participants  and  beneficiaries  of 
the  plan  and  in  a  prudent  fashion  in 
accordance  with  section  404(a)(1)(B)  of 
the  Act;  nor  does  the  fact  the 
transaction  is  the  subject  of  an 
exemption  affect  the  requirement  of 
section  401(a)  of  the  Code  that  a  plan 
must  operate  for  the  exclusive  benefit  of 
the  employees  of  the  employer 
maintaining  the  plan  and  their 
beneficiaries. 

(2)  This  exemption  does  not  extend  to 
transactions  prohibited  under  section 
406(b)(3)  of  the  Act  and  section 
4975(c)(1)(F)  of  the  Code. 

(3)  This  exemption  is  supplemental  to, 
and  not  in  derogation  of,  any  other 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  the  Code, 
including  statutory  or  administrative 
exemptions  and  transitional  rules. 
Furthermore,  the  fact  that  a  transaction 
is  subject  to  an  administrative  or 
statutory  exemption  or  transitional  rule 
is  not  dispositive  of  whether  the 
transaction  is,  in  fact,  a  prohibited 
transaction. 

Exemption 

In  accordance  with  section  408(a)  of 
the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  the 
Code  and  the  procedures  set  forth  in 
ERISA  Procedure  75-1  (40  FR  18471, 

April  28, 1975),  and  based  upon  the 
entire  record,  the  Department  makes  the 
following  determinations: 

(a)  The  exemption  is  administratively 
feasible; 

(b)  It  is  in  the  interests  of  the  Plan  and 
of  its  participants  and  beneficiaries;  and 
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(c)  It  is  protective  of  the  rights  of  the 
participants  and  benehciaries  of  the 
Plan. 

Accordingly,  the  restrictions  of 
section  406(a],  406(b)(l],  and  406(b](2]  of 
the  Act  and  the  taxes  imposed  by 
section  4975  (a)  and  (b)  of  the  Code,  by 
reason  of  section  4975(c)(1)  (A)  through 
(E)  of  the  Code  shall  not  apply  to  the 
proposed  cash  sale  of  a  limited 
partnership  interest  in  the  Partnership 
by  the  Plan  for  $24,250  plus  8%  per 
annum  from  the  date  of  acquisition  by 
the  Plan  to  Dr.  Stanley  D.  Crawford, 
provided  that  the  sales  price  is  not  less 
than  the  fair  market  value  of  the  Plan’s 
partnership  interest  at  the  time  of  sale. 

The  availability  of  this  exemption  is 
subject  to  the  express  conditions  that 
the  material  facts  and  representations 
contained  in  the  application  are  true  and 
complete,  and  that  the  application 
accurately  describes  all  material  terms 
of  the  transaction  to  be  consununated 
pursuant  to  this  exemption. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  6th  day  of 
March  1980. 

Ian  D.  Lanoff, 

Administrator,  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs,  Labor-Management  Services 
Administration,  Department  of  Labor. 

|FR  Doc.  80-7525  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 
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Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs 

[Prohibited  Transaction  Exemption  80-14, 
Exemption  Application  No.  D-1470] 

Exemption  From  the  Prohibitions  for  a 
Certain  Transaction  Involving  the 
General  Welding  Works,  Inc.; 
Retirement  Plan  Located  in  Houston, 
Tex. 

agency:  Department  of  Labor. 

ACTION:  Grant  of  individual  exemption. 

summary:  This  exemption  permits  the 
sale  of  real  property  by  the  General 
Welding  Works,  Inc.,  Retirement  Plan 
and  Trust  (the  Plan)  to  General  Welding 
Works,  Inc.  (the  Employer). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Linda  Hamilton  of  the  Office  of 
Fiduciary  Standards,  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  Room  C- 
4526,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20216,  (202)  523-7462.  (This  is  not  a 
toll-free  number.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATIONT  On 
December  18, 1979,  notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (44  FR  74933)  of 
the  pendency  before  the  Department  of 
Labor  (the  Department)  of  a  proposal  to 
grant  an  exemption  from  the  restrictions 
of  sections  406(a)  and  406(b)  (1)  and  (2) 
of  the  Employee  Retirement  Income 


Security  Act  of  1974  (the  Act)  end  from 
the  taxes  imposed  by  section  4975  (a) 
and  (b)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954  (the  Code)  by  reason  of  section 
4975(c)(1)  (A)  through  (E)  of  the  Code, 
for  a  transaction  described  in  an 
application  filed  by  the  Employer.  The 
notice  set  forth  a  summary  of  facts  and 
representations  contained  in  the 
application  for  exemption  and  referred 
interested  persons  to  the  application  for 
a  complete  statement  of  the  facts  and 
representations.  The  application  has 
been  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  Department  in  Washington,  D.C.  The 
notice  also  invited  interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  on  the  requested 
exemption  to  the  Department.  In 
addition,  the  notice  stated  that  any 
interested  person  might  submit  a  written 
request  that  a  public  hearing  be  held 
relating  to  this  exemption.  No  public 
comments  and  no  requests  for  a  hearing 
were  received  by  the  Department. 

The  applicant  has  represented  that 
notice  to  interested  persons  has  been 
given  as  set  forth  in  the  Notice  of 
Proposed  Exemption.  The  notice  of 
pendency  was  issued  and  the  exemption 
is  being  granted  solely  by  the 
Department  because,  effective 
December  31, 1978,  section  102  of 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  4  of  1978  (43  FR 
47713,  October  17, 1978)  transferred  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  issue  exemptions  of  the  type 
proposed  to  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 

Tax  Consequences  of  Transaction 

The  Internal  Revenue  Service  has 
determined  that  the  purchase  of  a  plan 
asset  by  the  employer  for  an  amount  in 
excess  of  its  fair  market  value  will 
constitute  a  contribution  to  the  plan  to 
the  extent  of  such  excess.  The 
deductibility  of  such  a  contribution  by 
the  employer  must  be  determined  in 
accordance  with  generally  applicable 
Federal  income  tax  rules. 

General  Information 

The  attention  of  interested  persons  is 
directed  to  the  following: 

(1)  The  fact  that  a  transaction  is  the 
subject  of  an  exemption  granted  imder 
section  408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section 
4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code  does  not  relieve  a 
fiduciary  or  other  party  in  interest  or 
disqualified  person  with  respect  to  a 
plan  to  which  the  exemption  is 
applicable  from  certain  other  provisions 
of  the  Act  and  the  Code.  These 
provisions  include  any  prohibited 
transaction  provisions  to  which  the 
exemption  does  not  apply  and  the 
general  fiduciary  responsibility 
provisions  of  section  404  of  the  Act 
which,  among  other  things,  require  a 
fiduciary  to  discharge  his  or  her  duties 


respecting  the  plan  solely  in  the  interest 
of  the  participants  and  beneficiaries  of 
the  plan  and  in  a  prudent  fashion  in 
accordance  with  section  404(a)(1)(B)  of 
the  Act;  nor  does  the  fact  the 
transaction  is  the  subject  of  an 
exemption  affect  the  requirement  of 
section  401(a)  of  the  Code  that  a  plan 
must  operate  for  the  exclusive  benefit  of 
the  employees  of  the  employer 
maintaining  the  plan  and  their 
beneficiaries. 

(2)  This  exemption  does  not  extend  to 
transactions  prohibited  under  section 
406(b)(3)  of  the  Act  and  section 
4975(c)(1)(F)  of  the  Code. 

(3)  This  exemption  is  supplemental  to, 
and  not  in  derogation  of,  any  other 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  the  Code, 
including  statutory  or  administrative 
exemptions  and  transitional  rules. 
Furthermore,  the  fact  that  a  transaction 
is  subject  to  an  administrative  or 
statutory  exemption  or  transitional  rule 
is  not  dispositive  of  whether  the 
transaction  is,  in  fact,  a  prohibited 
transaction. 

Exemption 

In  accordance  with  section  408(a)  of 
the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  the 
Code  and  the  procedures  set  forth  in 
ERISA  Procedure  75-1  (40  FR  18471, 

April  28, 1975),  and  based  upon  the 
entire  record,  the  Department  makes  the 
following  determinations: 

(a)  The  exemption  is  administratively 
feasible; 

(b)  It  is  in  the  interests  of  the  Plan  and 
of  its  participants  and  beneficiaries;  and 

(c)  It  is  protective  of  the  rights  of  the 
participants  and  beneficiaries  of  the 
Plan. 

Accordingly,  the  restrictions  of 
sections  406(a)  and  406(b)  (1)  and  (2)  of 
the  Act  and  the  taxes  imposed  by 
section  4975  (a)  and  (b)  of  the  Code,  by 
reason  of  section  4975(c)(1)  (A)  through 
(E)  of  the  Code,  shall  not  apply  to  the 
sale  to  the  Employer  by  the  Plan  of  one 
six-acre  parcel  of  real  property  located 
in  the  6800  block  of  Katy  Road,  Houston, 
Texas  for  $219,767  in  cash  provided  that 
this  amount  is  not  less  than  110%  of  the 
fair  market  value  of  the  property  at  the 
time  of  the  sale. 

The  availability  of  this  exemption  is 
subject  to  the  express  condition  that  the 
material  facts  and  representations 
contained  in  the  application  are  true  and 
complete,  and  that  the  application 
accurately  describes  all  material  terms 
of  the  transaction  which  is  the  subject  of 
this  exemption. 
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Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  6th  day  of 
March  1980. 

Ian  O.  Lanoff, 

Administrator,  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs,  Labor-Management  ^rvices 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor. 

|FR  Doc.  aO-7526  Filed  S-13-aO;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4S10-29-M 


NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice  (80-18)1 

NASA  Advisory  Council  (NAC);  Space 
and  Terrestrial  Applications  Advisory 
Committee  (STAAC);  Meeting 

The  Ad  Hoc  Informal  Advisory 
Subcommittee  on  Geodynamics  and 
Geology  of  the  NAC-STAAC  will  meet 
on  April  1  and  2, 1980,  at  NASA 
Headquarters,  Room  226A,  Federal 
Office  Building  lOB,  600  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20546. 
The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Members  of  the  public  will  be  admitted 
to  the  meeting  on  both  days  on  a  first- 
come,  first-served  basis  and  will  be 
required  to  sign  a  visitors’  register.  The 
seating  capacity  of  the  meeting  room  is 
for  35  persons. 

This  Subcommittee,  chaired  by  Dr. 
Michael  Chinnery,  is  comprised  of 
twelve  members  of  the  NAO-STAAC 
and  will  review  and  discuss  the  status 
of  both  the  Geodynamics  and  the  Non- 
Renewable  Resources  Programs 
including  various  specific  activities 
within  these  programs  as  indicated  in 
the  approved  agenda  below: 

April  1, 1980 

Time  and  Topic 

9:00  a.m. — Chairperson’s  remarks 
9:30  a.m., — NASA’s  response  to 
Subcommittee’s  Recommendations 
11:00  a.ri. — ^Fiscal  Year  1981  Budget  Review 
and  Review  of  Resource  Observation’s  Five 
Year  Plan 

11:45  a.m. — NASA  Coordination  With  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Administration 
1:30  p.m. — Non-Renewable  Resources 
Program  Philosophy  and  General  Approach 
and  Organization 

2:30  p.m. — Non-Renewable  Resources 
Program  Issues 
4:30  p.m. — Adjourn 

April  2, 1980 

Time  and  Topic 

8:30  a.m. — Geodynamics  Program  Status 
9:00  a.m. — Site  Selection  and  Revisitation 
Schedule  for  Crustal  Dynamics 
Measurements 

9:30  a.m. — Intercomparison  and  Validation 
Results  and  Progress  on  Geodetic 
Measurements  in  California 
10:00  a.m. — User  Requirements  for  Gravity 
Field  Measurements  From  Space 
1:00  p.m. — ^Astronaut  Photography  From 
Shuttle 


1:30  p.m. — Subcommittee  Discussion  on 
Program  Activities  and  Future  Plans 
3:30  p.m. — Adjourn 

For  further  information  regarding  the 
meeting,  please  contact  James  P. 
Murphy,  Acting  Executive  Secretary  of 
the  Subcommittee,  Washington,  D.C. 
(202)  755-3848. 

Russell  Ritchie, 

Deputy  Associate  Administrator  for  External 
Relations. 

March  6, 1980. 

[FR  Doc  80-7889  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 
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[Notice  (80-19)1 

NASA  Advisory  Council  (NAC);  Space 
and  Terrestrial  Applications  Advisory 
Committee  (STAAC);  Meeting 

The  Ad  Hoc  Informal  Advisory 
Subcommittee  on  Satellite 
Communications  Applications  of  the 
NAC-STAAC  will  meet  on  April  3, 1980 
from  9:00  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.  and  from  9:00 
a.m.  to  1:00  p.m.  on  April  4, 1980,  at 
NASA  Headquarters,  “Room  226A, 
Federal  Building  lOB,  600  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20546. 
The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Members  of  the  public  will  be  admitted 
to  the  meeting  at  9:00  a.m.  on  both  days 
on  a  first-come,  first-served  basis  and 
will  be  required  to  sign  a  visitor’s 
register.  The  seating  capacity  of  the 
meeting  room  is  for  35  persons. 

This  Subcommittee,  comprised  of 
twelve  members  of  the  NAC-STAAC 
including  the  Subcommittee 
Chairperson,  Dr.  John  V.  Harrington, 
will  review  the  overall  status  of  the 
Satellite  Communications  Program 
including  activities  in  the  30/20  GHz 
band  program  and  other  issues. 

The  approved  agenda  for  the  meeting 
is  as  follows: 

April  3, 1980  ' 

Time  and  Topic 

9:00  a.m. — Introductory  Remarks 
9:30  a.m. — Program  Overview 
10:30  a.m. — ^Disposition  Options  for  the  30/20 
GHz  Program 

1:30  p.m. — Continue  Discussion  on 
Disposition  Options  for  the  30/20  GHz 
Program 

5:00  p.m. — Adjourn 
April  4, 1980 
Time  and  Topic 

9:00  a.m. — Outline  of  a  Potential  Joint 
Program  With  Canada 
11:00  a.m. — Old  and  New  Business 
11:30  a.m. — Conclusions  and 
Recommendations 
1:00  p.m. — Adjourn 

For  further  information  regarding  the 
meeting,  please  contact  Dr.  S.  H. 


Durrani,  Communications  Division, 
OSTA,  NASA  Headquarters, 
Washington,  DC  20546,  (202)  755-3421. 
Russell  Ritchie, 

Deputy  Associate  A  dministrator  for  External 
Relations. 

March  10, 1980. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7880  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 
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NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Advisory  Committee  for  Astronomy; 
Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L  92-463, 
as  amended,  the  National  Science 
Foundation  announces  the  following 
meeting: 

Name:  Advisory  Committee  for  Astronomy. 
Date  and  time:  April  2 — 9  am-5  pm,  April  3 — 
9  am-5  pm. 

Place:  Room  543,  National  Science 
Foundation,  1800  G  Street,  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20550. 

Type  of  meeting:  Part  Open — 4/2 — Open;  4/3 
9  to  2 — Open;  4/3 — 2  to  4  p.m. — Closed;  4/ 
3—4  to  5  p.m. — Open. 

Contact  person:  Dr.  William  E.  Howard, 
Director,  Division  of  Astronomical 
Sciences,  Room  615,  National  Science 
Foundation,  Washington,  DC  (202-632- 
5717). 

Summaries  minutes:  May  be  obtained  from 
the  contact  person  at  the  above  stated 
address. 

Purpose  of  committee:  To  provide  advice  and 
recommendations  concerning  research 
programs,  proposals,  and  projects  in  NSF 
funded  astronomy  with  the  objective  of 
achieving  the  highest  quality  forefront 
research  for  the  funds  allocated.  To 
provide  advice  and  recommendations 
concerning  short  range  and  long  range 
plans  in  astronomy,  including  a 
recommendation  of  relative  priorities. 

Agenda 
April  2, 1980 
A.M. 

I.  Introductory  Remarks 

II.  Minutes  of  Previous  Meeting 

III.  Short  Status  Reports 
rV.  Discussion  of  the  Budget 

P.M. 

V.  Instrumentation  Report 

VI.  Research  and  Centers  Sections  Status 
Reports 

Aprils,  1980 
A.M. 

VII.  Optical  Centers’  Telescope  Plans 

VIII.  Research  and  Centers  Sections  Status 
Reports  (continued) 

DC.  Prioritization  of  Astronomy  Initiatives 
Plan 

P.M.  2  to  4  p.m. 

X.  CLOSED — Review  and  evaluate 
astronomy  proposals 

XI.  Discussion  of  Problems  in  Astronomy 
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XII.  Critique  of  Meeting 

Reason  for  closing:  The  proposals  being 
reviewed  include  information  of  a 
proprietary  or  conHdential  nature, 
including  technical  information;  hnancial 
data,  such  as  salaries;  and  personal 
information  concerning  individuals 
associated  with  the  proposals.  These 
matters  are  within  exemptions  (4)  and  (6) 
of  5  U.S.C.  552b(c],  Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act. 

Authority  to  close  meeting;  This 
determination  was  made  by  the  Committee 
Management  Officer  pursuant  to  provisions 
of  Section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L  92-463.  The 
Committee  Management  Officer  was 
delegated  the  authority  to  make  such 
determinations  by  the  Director,  NSF,  July  6, 
1979. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 

Committee  Management  Coordinator. 

March  11, 1980. 

|FR  Doc.  80-7977  Filed  3-13-80;  8;4S  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7S5S-01-III 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  STN  50-483A  and  STN  50- 
486A} 

Union  Electric  Co.;  Receipt  of 
Information  for  Antitrust  Review  of 
Operating  License  Application 

The  Union  Electric  Company  filed 
Information  for  Antitrust  Review  of 
Operating  License  Application  on 
January  21, 1980.  This  information  was 
filed  pursuant  to  §  2'.101  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations 
and  is  in  connection  with  Union  Electric 
Company’s  plans  to  operate  two 
pressurized  water  reactors  on  a  site 
located  in  Callaway  County,  Missouri. 
The  two  reactors  have  been  designated 
as  Callaway  Plant,  Units  1  and  2. 

The  portion  of  the  application  filed 
contains  antitrust  information  for  review 
pursuant  to  NRC  Regulatory  Guide  9.3  to 
determine  whether  there  have  been  any 
significant  changes  since  the  completion 
of  the  antitrust  review  at  the 
construction  permit  stage. 

On  completion  of  staff  antitrust 
review  of  the  above-named  application, 
the  Director  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation  will  issue  an  initial  finding  as 
to  whether  there  have  been  “significant 
changes’’  under  section  105c(2)  of  the 
Act.  A  copy  of  this  finding  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  and 
will  be  sent  to  the  Washington  and  local 
public  document  rooms  and  to  those 
persons  providing  comments  or 
information  in  response  to  this  notice.  If 
the  initial  finding  concludes  that  there 


have  not  been  any  significant  changes, 
request  for  reevaluation  may  be 
submitted  on  or  before  May  13, 1980. 

The  results  of  any  reevaluations  that 
are  requested  will  also  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  and  copies  sent  to 
the  Washington  and  local  public 
document  rooms. 

A  copy  of  the  Information  for 
Antitrust  Review  of  Operating  License 
Application  is  available  for  public 
examination  and  copying  for  a  fee  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
and  at  the  local  public  document  rooms 
in  the  Fulton  City  Library,  709  Market 
Street,  Fulton,  Missouri  65251  and  in  the 
Olin  Library  of  Washington  University, 
Skinker  and  Lindell  Boulevard,  St.  Louis, 
Missouri  63130. 

Any  person  who  desires  additional 
information  regarding  the  matter 
covered  by  this  notice  or  who  wishes  to 
have  his  views  considered  with  respect 
to  significant  changes  related  to 
antitrust  matters  which  have  occurred  in 
the  licensee’s  activities  since  the 
construction  permit  antitrust  reviews  for 
the  above-named  planf  should  submit 
such  requests  for  information  or  views 
to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20555. 
Attention:  Chief,  Antitrust  and 
Indemnity  Group,  Office  of  Nuclear 
Reactor  Regulation,  on  or  before  May  6, 
1980. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  26th  day 
of  February,  1980. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 

Olan  D.  Parr, 

Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors  Branch  No.  3, 
Division  of  Project  Management. 

[FR  Doc.  80-6953  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  7590-01-M 


POSTAL  RATE  COMMISSION 

Notice  of  Visit 

March  11, 1980. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Commissioner  Simeon  M.  Bright  will 
visit  the  New  Orleans  (LA)  Post  Office 
on  Friday,  March  14,  for  the  purpose  of 
acquiring  general  knowledge  of 
operations.  A  report  will  be  on  file  in  the 
Commission  Docket  Room. 

David  F.  Harris, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7943  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  7715-01-M 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  No.  21470, 70-6396] 

Allegheny  Power  System,  Inc.,  et  al.; 
Proposal  by  Electric  Utility 
«Subsidiaries  to  Issue  and  Sell  Common 
Stock  to  Parent  Holding  Company 

In  the  matter  of  Allegheny  Power 
System,  Inc.,  320  Park  Avenue,  New 
york.  New  York  10022;  Monongahela 
Power  Company,  1310  Fairmont  Avenue, 
Fairmont,  West  Virginia  26554;  the 
Potomac  Edison  Company,  Downsville 
Pike,  Hagerstown,  Maryland  27140;  and 
West  Penn  Power  Company,  Cabin  Hill, 
Greensburg,  Pennsylvania  15601. 

March  10, 1980. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Allegheny 
Power  System,  Inc.  (“Allegheny”),  a 
registered  holding  company,  and  three 
of  its  electric  utility  subsidiaries, 
Monongahela  Power  Company 
(“Monongahela”),  The  Potomac  Edison 
Company  (“Potomac  Edison”)  and  West 
Penn  Power  Company  (“West  Penn”) 
have  filed  a  joint  application-declaration 
and  an  amendment  thereto  with  this 
Commission  pursuant  to  the  Public 
Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935 
(“Act”),  designating  Sections  6,  7,  9, 10 
and  12  of  the  Act  and  Rule  50 
promulgd'ted  thereunder  as  applicable  to 
the  proposed  transactions.  All  interested 
persons  are  referred  to  the  application- 
declaration,  which  is  summarized 
below,  for  a  complete  statement  of  the 
proposed  transaction. 

At  present  all  the  outstanding 
common  stock  of  Monongahela, 

Potomac  Edison  and  West  Penn  is 
owned  by  Allegheny.  Those  subsidiaries 
propose  to  issue  and  sell  to  Allegheny 
from  time  to  time  through  December  31, 
1980,  and  Allegheny  proposes  to  acquire, 
additional  common  shares  of  the 
subsidiaries.  In  order  to  make  such  sale 
to  Allegheny,  Potomac  Edision  will  be 
required  to  increase  the  number  of  its 
authorized  common  shares  from 
9,625,000  shares  to  10,375,000  shares. 

The  number  of  shares  to  be  issued  by 
each  subsidiary  and  the  consideration  to 
be  received  are  as  follows: 


Subsidiary  and 
title  of  issue 

Maxi¬ 

mum 

No.  of 
Shares 

Cash 

consideration 

Monongahela  Common 
stock — $50  par . . 

.  500,000 

$25,000,000 

Potomac  Edison  Common 
stock— no  par . . 

1,250,000 

25,000,000 

West  Penn  Common  Stock— 

1,0CX).000 

20,000,000 

The  net  proceeds  of  the  issuance  and 
sale  of  common  stock  by  Monongahela, 
Potomac  Edison  and  West  Penn  will  be 
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used  by  each  of  them  to  operate  their 
businesses  as  utilities,  including  the 
payment  or  prepayment  of  short-term 
debt  outstanding  and  the  continuation  of 
their  construction  programs.  It  is 
expected  that  Monongahela  will  have 
$17  million;  Potomac  Edison,  $22  million; 
and  West  Penn,  $50  million  of  short-term 
debt  outstanding  on  April  30, 1980.  For 
the  year  1980  gross  copstruction 
expenditures,  are  estimated  to  be 
approximately  $71  million  in  the  case  of 
Monongahela,  $68  million  in  the  case  of 
Potomac  Edison,  and  $137  million  in  the 
case  of  West  Penn. 

Allegheny  proposes  to  obtain  the 
additional  funds  necessary  to  purchase 
the  aforesaid  common  stock  of 
Monongahela  Potomac  Edison  and  West 
Penn  from  internal  cash  generation, 
short-term  borrowings  and  the  issuance 
and  sale  of  other  securities.  As  of 
November  30, 1979  Allegheny  had  no 
short-term  debt  outstanding. 

The  fees,  commissions  and  expenses 
to  be  incurred  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  transaction  are  estimated  at 
$5,500.  Various  of  proposed  transactions 
are  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
West  Virginia  Public  Service 
Commission,  the  Ohio  Public  Utilities 
Commission,  the  Maryland  Public 
Service  Commission,  the  State 
Corporation  Commission  of  Virginia, 
and  the  Pennsylvania  Public  Utility 
Commission.  It  is  stated  that  no  other  - 
state  or  federal  regulatory  authority, 
other  than  this  Commission,  has 
jurisdiction  over  the  proposed 
transactions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any 
interested  person  may,  not  later  than 
April  3, 19M,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  raised  by  the  tiling  which  he  desires 
to  controvert;  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Commission  should 
order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
request  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  should  be  served  personally  or 
by  mail  upon  the  applicants-declarants 
at  the  above-stated  addresses,  and  proof 
of  service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law,  by  certificate)  should  be 
filed  with  the  request.  At  any  time  after 
said  date,  the  application-declaration,  as 
amended  or  as  it  may  be  further 
amended,  may  be  granted  and  permitted 
to  become  effective  as  provided  in  Rule 
23  of  the  General  Rules  and  Regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act,  or  the 
Commission  may  grant  exemption  from 
such  rules  as  provided  in  Rules  20(a) 
and  100  thereof  or  take  such  other  action 


as  it  may  deem  appropriate.  Persons 
who  request  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to 
whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will 
receive  any  notices  or  orders  issued  in 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any 
postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7988  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  8010-01-M 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[License  No.  04/04-0183] 

Issuance  of  License;  Western  Financial 
Capital  Corp. 

On  November  6, 1979,  a  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (44  FR 
64145)  stating  that  an  application  had 
been  tiled  by  Western  Financial  Capital 
Corporation,  308  Temple  Avenue,  North, 
Fayette,  Alabama  35555  with  the  Small 
Business  Administration  (SBA), 
pursuant  to  Section  107.102  of  the  SBA 
Regulations  governing  small  business 
investment  companies  (SBIC). 

Interested  parties  were  given  until  the 
close  of  business  November  26, 1979,  to 
submit  their  written  comments  to  SBA. 
No  comments  were  received. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Section  301(c)  of  the  Small  Business 
Investment  Act  of  1958,  as  amended, 
after  having  considered  the  application 
and  all  other  pertinent  information,  the 
SBA  issued  License  No.  04/04-0169  to 
Western  Financial  Capital  Corporation 
to  operate  an  SBIC  on  February  22, 1980. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59.01  Small  Business  Investment 
Companies) 

Peter  F.  McNeish, 

Deputy  Associate  Administrator  for  Finance 
&  Investment. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7947  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  802S-01-M 


[Ucense  No.  09/09-0209] 

Builders  Capital  Corp.;  Filing  of 
Application  for  Approvai  of  Conflict  of 
Interest  Transaction  Between 
Associates 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Builders 
Capital  Corporation  (BCC),  2716  Ocean 
Park  Boulevard,  Santa  Monica, 
California,  90406,  a  Federal  Licensee 
under  the  Small  Business  Investment 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  has  filed  an 
application  with  the  Small  Business 
Administration  pursuant  to  Section 


107.1004  of  the  Regulations  governing 
small  business  investment  companies 
(13  CFR  107.1004  (1980))  for  approval  of 
a  conflict  of  interest  transaction. 

BCC  proposes  to  sell  to  William  R. 
Watt,  2  South  Portola,  South  Laguna, 
California,  92677  and  Robert  A.  Spooner, 
1981  Port  Edward  Circle,  Newport 
Beach,  California,  92660,  a  residential 
building  project  (Anaheim  Hills  One 
Limited  Partnership)  consisting  of  87 
condominium  units,  on  approximately  21 
acres,  at  17942  Sky  Park,  Irvine, 
California,  92714.  The  book  value  of  this 
asset  is  $1,022,355.49. 

The  project  will  be  sold  for  $1.8 
million  including  assumption  of  an 
underlying  obligation  of  $532,000  for  a 
net  of  $1,268,000. 

The  tinancing  falls  within  the  purview 
of  Section  107.1004  of  the  Regulations 
because  William  R.  Watt  is  a  nephew  of 
Ray  A.  Watt.  BCC  is  wholly  owned  by 
Watt  Industries,  Inc.  Ray  A.  Watt  is  a 
director  of  BCC  and  has  beneficial 
ownership  of  71.74  percent  of  the 
outstanding  shares  of  Watt  Industries, 
Inc.  The  licensee  must  demonstrate  that 
the  proposed  terms  of  disposal  are  no 
less  favorable  to  it  than  are  obtainable 
elsewhere,  pursuant  to  Section  107.1005 
(a)  of  the  Regulations. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  any  person 
may,  not  later  than  (15  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  Notice), 
submit  written  comments  to  the  Deputy 
Associate  Administrator  for  Finance 
and  Investment,  Small  Business 
Administration,  1441  “L”  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20416. 

A  copy  of  this  Notice  shall  be 
published  in  a  newspaper  of  general 
circulation  in  the  Los  Angeles  Area. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Assistance  Programs  No. 
95.011,  Small  Business  Investment 
Companies) 

Dated:  March  6, 1980. 

John  L.  Werner, 

Acting  Deputy  Associate  Administrator  for 
Finance  and  Investment. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7946  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  8025-01-M 


[Proposed  License  No.  09/09-0262] 

Round  Table  Capital  Corp.;  Application 
for  a  License  To  Operate  as  a  Small 
Business  Investment  Company 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  filing  of 
an  application  with  the  Small  Business 
Administration  purusant  to  Section 
107.102  of  the  Regulations  governing 
small  business  investment  companies 
(CFR  107.102  (1980)),  by  Round  Table 
Capital  Corporation,  601  Montgomery 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94111, 
for  a  license  to  operate  as  a  small 
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business  investment  company  (SBIC) 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Small 
Business  Investment  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended  (Act),  (15  U.S.C.  101  et  seq). 

The  proposed  officers,  directors  and 
principal  stockholders  are: 

Richard  A.  Diimke,  601  Montgomery  Street, 
San  Francisco,  California  94111 — President, 
Director 

Thomas  P.  Toldrian,  601  Montgomery  Street, 
San  Francisco,  California  94111 — ^Vice 
President,  Secretary,  Director 
Micheline  Chau,  601  Montgomery  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  94111 — Chief 
Financial  Officer 

Norman  E.  Dean,  40  Estrella  Way,  Novato, 
California  94947 — Director 
Paul  J.  Miller,  2700  Waltham  Cross,  Belmont, 
California  94002 — ^Director 
Round  Table  Pizza,  Inc.,  601  Montgomery 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94111 — 
100  Percent 

The  ten  or  more  percent  stockholders 
of  Round  Table  Pizza,  Inc.,  are: 

Richard  A.  Dundee — 35.5  percent 
William  R.  Larson,  4180  Oak  Hill  Avenue, 

Palo  Alto,  California  94306 — 25  percent 
JELC,  Inc.,  601  Montgomery  Street,  San 
Francisco,  California  94111 — 30  Percent 
The  ten  or  more  percent  shareholders 
of  JELC,  Inc.,  are: 

Richard  A.  Dundee — 25  percent 
William  R.  Larson — 25  percent 
Frederick  L.  Doar,  31  Estrella  Way,  Novato, 
California  94947 — 25  percent 
Robert  C.  Scheidemann,  54  Legend  Road,  San 
Anselmo,  California  94960 — 25  percent 
The  SBIC  will  begin  operations  with 
an  initial  capitalization  of  $500,000.  The 
Applicant,  which  will  be  a  California 
corporation,  intends  to  make 
investments  in  small  business  concerns 
located  throughout  the  western  portion 
of  the  United  States. 

The  Applicant  contemplates  a  plan  of 
operations  which  will  provide  financial 
assistance  primarily  to  independently 
owned  and  operated  Roimd  Table  Pizza, 
Inc.,  franchisees.  Requests  for  financial 
assistance  from  qualified  small  business 
concerns  which  are  not  franchisees  of 
Round  Table  Pizza,  Inc.,  will  also  be 
considered.  No  financial  assistance  will 
be  provided  to  persons  or  entities  which 
are  associated  of  Round  Table  Capital 
Corporation,  as  defined  by  Section  107.3 
of  the  Regulations. 

Round  Table  Pizza,  Inc.,  is  a 
franchisor  which  licenses  qualiHed 
persons  to  operate  pizza  restaurants 
under  the  system,  service  marks,  trade 
names  and  copyrights  owned  by  Round 
Table  Pizza,  Inc. 

Matters  involved  in  SBA’s 
consideration  of  the  application,  in  view 
of  the  particular  circumstances  involved, 
include  (1)  the  general  business 
reputation  and  character  of  the 
proposed  owners  and  management,  (2) 
the  reasonable  prospects  for  successful 


operation  of  the  new  SBIC  under  such 
management  (including  adequate 
profitability  and  financial  soundness,  in 
accordance  with  the  Act  and 
Regulations),  and  (3)  whether  the 
proposed  licensing  action  would  be  in 
furtherance  of  the  purposes  of  the  Act. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  any  person 
may,  not  later  than  15  days  fi'om  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  Notice,  submit 
to  SBA  in  writing  comments  on  the 
proposed  SBIC  to:  Deputy  Associate 
Administrator  for  Finance  and 
Investment,  Small  Business 
Administration ,  1441  L  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20416. 

A  copy  of  this  notice  will  be  published 
in  a  newspaper  of  general  circulation  in 
San  Francisco,  Califorinia. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59,011,  Small  Business 
Investment  Companies) 

Dated;  March  7, 1980. 

John  L  Werner, 

Acting  Deputy  Associate  Administrator  for 
Finance  and  Investment. 

[FR  Doc.  80-7045  Filed  3-13-80: 8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  8025-01-M 


Region  I  Advisory  Councii;  Pubiic 
Meeting 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
Region  I  Advisory  Council,  located  in 
the  geographical  area  of  Providence, 
Rhode  Island,  will  hold  a  public  meeting 
at  12:00  noon,  Wednesday,  April  2, 1980, 
at  the  Governor  Dyer  Buffet  House, 
Providence,  Rhode  Island,  to  discuss 
such  business  as  may  be  presented  by 
members,  the  staff  of  the  U.S.  Small 
Business  Administration,  and  others 
attending. 

For  further  information,  write  or  call 
Charles  J.  Fogarty,  District  Director,  U.S. 
Small  Business  Administration,  40 
Fountain  Street,  Providence,  Rhode 
Island  02903  (401)  528-4580. 

Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

Michael  B.  Kraft, 

Deputy  Advocate  for  Advisory  Councils. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7948  Filed  3-13-80: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  8025-01-M 


Region  11  Advisory  Councii;  Pubiic 
Meeting 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
Region  II  Advisory  Council,  located  in 
the  geographical  area  of  Hato  Rey, 
Puerto  Rico,  will  hold  a  public  meeting 
at  9:30  a.m.,  on  Wednesday,  April  23, 
1980,  at  the  Federico  Degetau  Federal 
Building,  Room  756,  (7th  floor),  Carlos 
Chardon  Avenue,  Hato  Rey,  ^erto  Rico, 
to  discuss  such  matters  as  may  be 
presented  by  members,  staff  of  the 


Small  Business  Administration,  or 
others  attending. 

For  fuHher  information,  write  or  call 
Wilfired  Benftez-Robles,  Acting  District 
Director,  U.S.  Small  Business 
Administration,  Federico  Degetau 
Federal  Building,  Room  691,  Carlos 
Charddn  Avenue,  Hato  Rey,  Puerto  Rico 
00918— (809)  753-4218. 

Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

Michael  B.  Kraft, 

Deputy  Advocate  for  Advisory  Councils. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7949  Filed  3-13-80: 8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  802S-01-M 


Region  Vlil  Advisory  Councii;  Pubiic 
Meeting 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
Region  VIII  Advisory  Council,  located  in 
the  geographical  area  of  Fargo,  North 
Dakota,  will  hold  a  public  meeting  at 
9:30  a.m.,  on  Wednesday,  April  23, 1980, 
at  the  Federal  Building,  Room  319,  653 
Second  Avenue  North,  Fargo,  North 
Dakota,  to  discuss  such  business  as  may 
be  presented  by  members,  staff  of  the 
U.S.  Small  Business  Administration,  and 
others  attending. 

For  further  information,  write  or  call 
Philip  J.  O’Jibway,  District  Director,  U.S. 
Small  Business  Administration,  Federal 
Building,  653  Second  Avenue  North, 
Fargo,  North  Dakota  58102 — (701)  237- 
5771. 

Dated;  March  7, 1980. 

Michael  B.  Kraft, 

Deputy  Advocate  for  Advisory  Councils. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7950  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  8025-01-M 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1804] 

North  Carolina;  Declaration  of  Disaster 
Loan  Area 

Northampton  County  and  adjacent 
counties  within  the  State  of  North 
Carolina  constitute  a  disaster  area  as  a 
result  of  natural  disasters  as  follows: 

Excessive  rain  and  flooding.  May  1-June 

15. 1979.  Prolonged  drought,  July  15-October 

1. 1979. 

Eligible  persons,  firms,  and 
organizations  may  file  applications  for 
loans  for  physical  damage  until  the  close 
of  business  on  May  8, 1980,  and  for 
economic  injury  until  the  close  of 
business  on  December  8, 1980,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District 
Office,  230  S.  Tryon  Street,  Suite  700, 
Charlotte,  North  Carolina  28202. 

or  other  locally  announced  location. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 
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Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 
Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  80-7975  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  802S-01-M 


VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  Systems  of 
Records 

The  Privacy  Act  of  1974  (5  U.S.C., 
552a(e)(4))  requires  that  all  agencies 
publish  in  the  Federal  Register,  a  notice 
of  the  existence  and  character  of  their 
systems  of  records.  Accordingly,  the 
Veterans  Administration  published  and 
adopted  a  notice  of  its  inventory  of 
personal  records  on  September  27, 1977 
(42  FR  49726). 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Veterans  Administration  is  adding  a 
new  system  of  records  entitled  "Dental 
Services  for  Former  Prisoners  of  War- 
Va”  (61VA136).  Public  Law  96-22,  as 
codified  in  38  U.S.C.,  section  612, 
provides  that  veterans  of  World  War  I, 
World  War  II,  the  Korean  conflict,  or  the 
Vietnam  era  who  are  held  as  prisoners 
of  war  for  period  of  not  less  than  6 
months  are  entitled  to  receive  all 
outpatient  dental  services  and 
treatment,  and  related  dental  appliances 
for  dental  conditions  or  disabilities.  The 
purpose  of  this  new  system  of  records  is 
to  enable  VA  health  care  facilities  to 
make  eligibility  determinations  for 
former  POWs  who  make  application  for 
dental  benehts. 

The  use  of  the  information  and  data  in  - 
this  system  is  restricted  solely  to  VA 
health  care  facilities  and  the  office  of 
the  system  manager  and  does  not  have 
any  routine  uses  as  defined  by  the 
Privacy  Act  of  1974  (5  U.S.C.,  552a(a)(7)). 
Therefore,  the  requirement  to  give  30- 
days  prior  public  notice  before 
compiling  this  new  system  does  not 
apply. 

A  “Report  of  New  System”  and  an 
advance  copy  of  the  revised  system 
notice  were  sent  on  December  19, 1979, 
to  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  the 
President  of  the  Senate,  and  the  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget,  as  required 
by  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.,  552a(o) 
and  guidelines  issued  by  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (40  FR  45877), 
October  3, 1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  this 
description  is  effective  the  date  of 
approval  by  the  Administration  of 
Veterans  Affairs  (March  7, 1980). 

Approved:  March  7, 1980. 


By  direction  of  the  Administrator: 

Rufus  H.  Wilson, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

New  Systems  Notice 

61VA136 

SYSTEM  name: 

Dental  Services  for  Former  Prisoners 
of  War-VA. 

SYSTEM  location: 

All  health  care  facilities  and  VA 
Central  Office.  Address  locations  for 
VA  facilities  are  listed  in  VA  Appendix 
1  at  42  FR  49762. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 

system: 

Veterans  of  World  War  II,  the  Korean 
conflict,  or  the  Vietnam  era  who  were 
held  as  prisoners  of  war  for  a  period  of 
not  less  than  6  months. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Personal  identification  information 
related  to  the  POW  experience  and 
identifying  data,  e.g.,  name.  Social 
Security  Number,  claim  number,  service 
number,  date  of  birth,  data  of  death  (if 
applicable),  period  of  service,  branch  of 
service,  entitlement  code,  aid  and 
attendance  or  housebound  status, 
number  of  service-connected 
disabilities,  and  number  of  days 
incarcerated  as  a  POW. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 

system: 

Section  102,  Pub.  L.  96-22,  June  13, 
1979,  as  codified  in  38  U.S.C.,  section 
612. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSE  OF  SUCH  USES: 

None. 

POUCIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

Microfiche  listings. 

RETRIEV  ability: 

Indexed  by  veterans  name  with 
secondary  verification  by  SSN  (Social 
Security  number)  or  service  number. 

safeguards: 

Access  to  the  microfiche  listing  and 
readers  is  restricted  to  authorized  VA 
employees  on  a  need-to-know  basis.  The 
microfiche  is  maintained  in  protected 
drawers  and  protected  from  outside 
access  by  the  Federal  Protective 
Service. 


RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Microfiche  listings  will  be  retained 
until  such  time  as  the  purpose  for  which 
they  were  established  has  been  served. 

SYSTEM  MANAOER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Director,  Medical  Administration 
Service  (136),  VA  Central  Office, 
Washingtpn,  DC,  20420. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

An  individual  seeking  information 
concerning  the  existence  of  record 
pertaining  to  him/herself  should  submit 
a  written  request  or  apply  in  person  to 
the  Director,  Medical  Administration 
Service  (136),  VA  Central  Office, 
Washington,  DC  20420.  Inquires  should 
include  the  individual's  full  name  and 
identification  number  (SSN,  service,  or 
claim). 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Same  as  above. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURE: 

Same  as  above. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

VA  system  of  records  60V A07, 
Veterans  Administration  Repatriated 
American  Prisoners  of  War. 

(FR  Doc.  80-7979  Filed  3-13-80;  8:45  am] 
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1 

COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  2  to  5  p.m.,  Tuesday, 
March  18. 1980;  9  a.m.  to  4  p.m., 
Wednesday,  March  19, 1980. 

PLACE:  National  Housing  Center,  15th 
and  M  Streets  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
STATUS:  All  portions  open  to  public. 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  March  18, 
1980. 

I.  Approval  of  Agenda. 

II.  Approval  of  Minutes  of  Last  Meeting. 

III.  Consideration  of  Program  Planning 
Recommendations. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  March  19, 
1980. 

IV.  Staff  Director’s  Report. 

A.  Status  of  Funds. 

B.  Personnel  Report. 

C.  Office  Directors'  Reports. 

D.  Correspondence 

1.  Letter  horn  0MB  Deputy  Director  John  P. 
White. 

2.  Response  from  Secretary  of  Army 
Clifrord  Alexander. 

V.  Memorandum  re  National  Immigration 
Report. 

VI.  Review  of  Analysis  of  Congressional 
Exemption  from  Federal  EEO  Laws. 

VII.  Report  on  Civil  Rights  Developments  in 
the  Southwest  Region. 

VIII.  Ohio  Advisory  Committee  Re-charter. 

IX.  Review  of  Arkansas  Advisory 
Committee  Report  Entitled:  “The  Community 
Development  Block  Grant  Program  in 
Arkansas." 

X.  Approval  of  Handicapped  Consultation 
Design. 

XI.  Approval  of  Second  Hearing  on  Victims 
of  Domestic  Violence. 

XII.  Recommendation  re  Extension  of 
Police  Practices  to  Los  Angeles. 


XIII.  Memorandum  re  Federal  Affirmative 
Action  Efforts  Since  Bakke. 

XIV.  Memorandum  re  Special  Civil  Rights 
Analysis  of  Federal  Budget. 

FOR  FURTHER  CONTACT  PLEASE  CALL.* 

Charles  Rivera  or  Barbara  Brooks,  Press 
and  Communications  Division  (202)  254- 
6697. 

[S-510-80  Filed  3-1Z-80;  10:44  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  633S-01-M 
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COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  date:  11:30  a.m.,  March  14, 
1980. 

PLACE:  2033  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  eighth  floor  conference  room. 
STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Enforcement  Matter/Proposed  public 
administrative  proceeding. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Jane  Stuckey,  254-6314. 

[S-511-80  Filed  3-12-SO;  12:10  pm] 

BILUNG  CODE  63S1-01-M 


3 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  announcement:  45  FR  15363; 
March  10, 1980. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  MEETING:  10  a.m.,  March  12, 1980. 
CHANGE  IN  THE  MEETING:  The  following 
item  has  been  added: 

Item  Number,  Docket  Number,  and  Company 
CAP-13.  Bureau  of  Land  Mangement’s 
Proposed  Regulations  for  Implementing 
Title  V  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[S-506-80  Filed  3-12-80;  8:S1  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-a5-M 


4 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD. 
“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  announcement:  Vol.  44,  FR, 
p.  15364,  March  10, 1980. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  MEETING:  9:30  a.m.,  March  13, 1980. 
PLACE:  1700  G  Street  NW.,  sixth  floor, 
Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  meeting. 


CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Marshall  (202-377- 
6677). 

CHANGE  IN  THE  MEETING:  The  following 
item  has  been  added  to  the  agenda  for 
the  open  meeting:  Regulation  on 
Management  Official  Interlocks. 

Announcement  is  being  made  at  the 
earliest  practicable  time. 

No.  323,  March  12. 1980. 

[S-5ie-8  3-12-80;  3:12  pm] 

BILUNG  CODE  672<M)1-M 
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FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  date:  10  a.m.,  March  20, 1980. 
PLACE:  Hearing  room  one,  1100  L  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20573. 

STATUS:  Parts  of  the  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  rest  of  the 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Portions 
open  to  the  public: 

1.  Agreement  No.  6200-20:  Modification  of 
the  U.S.  Atlantic  &  Gulf/ Australia-New 
Zealand  Conference  to  extend  its  ratemaking 
authority  to  inland  points  in  Australia,  New 
Zealand,  and  South  Pacifrc  Islands. 

2.  Agreement  8370:  Port  of  New  York 
Ocean  Freight  Forwarders’  Conference 
Agreement  and  Agreement  8380:  West  Gulf 
Ocean  Freight  Forwarders’  Conference 
Agreement— =Order  to  show  why  agreements 
should  not  be  disapproved  for  lack  of 
activity. 

3.  Agreement  No.  8660-10:  Petition  of 
Pacifrc  Coast  European  Conference  for 
reconsideration  of  order  of  conditional 
approval. 

4.  Agreement  No.  9973-5:  Modification  of 
Johnson  ScanStar  Combined  Service 
Agreement  to  broaden  its  scope  to  include 
the  Republic  of  Panama. 

5.  Petition  for  elimination  of  regulation  of 
free  time  and  demurrage  charges  on  export 
cargo  or  promulgation  of  imiform  regulation 
for  all  Atlantic  and  Gulf  ports  fried  by  the 
New  york  Terminal  Conference  and  Ae  Port 
Authority  of  New  York  and  New  Jersey. 

6.  Procedures  and  requirements  for 
publishing  ciurency  adjustment  surcharges  in 
the  event  of  changes  in  exchange  rates — 
Proposed  rules. 

7.  Informal  Docket  No.  708(1):  J.  T.  Baker 
Chemical  Company  v.  Polish  Ocean  Lines — 
Consideration  of  Settlement  Officer’s 
decision. 

8.  Informal  Docket  Nos.  628(1):  Interpur,  a 
Division  of  Dart  industries,  Inc.  v.  Barber 
Blue  Sea  Line;  629(1):  Interpur,  a  Division  of 
Dart  Industries,  Inc.  v.  Barber  Blue  Sea  Line; 
643(1):  Dow  Coming  Corp.  v.  United  States 
Lines,  Inc. — Consideration  of  Settlement 
Officer’s  decision. 
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Portions  closed  to  the  public: 

1.  Docket  No.  77-23:  In  the  Matter  of 
Agreement  No.  10294 — Decision  on  request 
for  oral  argument  and  possible  consideration 
of  the  record. 

2.  Settlement  Agreement  between  Sea-Land 
Service,  Inc.  and  the  Commission. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary  (202)  523-5725. 

|S-S0e-80  Filed  3-1S-80;  9:44  a.m.] 

BILUNG  CODE  6730-01-M 
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FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM. 

(Board  of  Governors.) 

TIME  AND  date:  10  A.M.,  WEDNESDAY, 
MARCH  19,  1980. 

PLACE:  20th  Street  and  Constitution 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20551. 
STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Proposed  statement  to  be  presented  to 
the  Subcommittee  on  Consumer  Affairs  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Banking,  Housing,  and 
Urban  Affairs  regarding  S.  1928,  the  “Fair 
Financial  Information  Practices  Act  of  1979”. 

2.  Proposed  statement  to  be  presented  to 
the  Subcommittee  on  Commerce,  Consumer, 
and  Monetary  Affairs  of  the  House 
Committee  on  Government  Operations 
regarding  variable  rate  and  renegotiable  rate 
mortgages. 

3.  Proposed  policy  statement  concerning 
financial  factors  in  the  formation  of  one-bank 
holding  companies.  (Proposed  earlier  for 
public  comment;  Docket  No.  R-0265.) 

4.  Any  agenda  items  carried  forward  from 
a  previously  announced  meeting. 

Note. — Anyone  planning  to  attend 
speciHcally  for  Items  1  and  2  should  contact 
the  office  below  on  Tuesday,  March  18, 1980, 
to  assure  that  they  have  not  been  postponed 
due  to  a  change  in  the  date  of  the  testimonies. 

Note. — ^This  meeting  will  be  recorded  for 
the  beneht  of  those  unable  to  attend. 

Cassettes  will  be  available  for  listening  in  the 
Board’s  Freedom  of  Information  Office,  and 
copies  may  be  ordered  for  $5  per  cassette  by 
calling  (202)  452-3684  or  by  writing  to: 
Freedom  of  Information  Office,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 

information:  Mr.  Joseph  R.  Coyne, 
Assistant  to  the  Board  (202)  452-3204. 

Dated:  March  11, 1980. 

Theodore  E.  Allison, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

IS-506-80  Filed  3-12-80;  9:43  a.m.) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 
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[USITC  ERB-80-4] 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE  COMMISSION. 

Executive  Resources  Board  (ERB). 


TIME  AND  date:  10  a.m.,  Monday,  March 
24, 1980. 

PLACE:  Room  117,  701  E  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20436. 

STATUS:  Closed  to  the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Pursuant  to 
the  specific  exemptions  of  5  U.S.C. 
552b(c)(2)  and  (6),  on  the  authority  of  19 
U.S.C.  1335,  and  in  conformity  with  19 
C.F.R.  201.36(b)(2)  and  (6), 
Commissioners  Alberger,  Moore,  and 
Stem,  as  members  of  the  Executive 
Resources  Board  (ERB),  voted  to  hold  a 
meeting  of  the  Board  in  closed  session 
as  follows: 

1.  Old  business. 

a.  Individual  Development  Plans  for 
Candidate  and  Managerial  Development 
Program  Selectees. 

b.  Critical  Elements  and  Standards  for  SES 
members. 

2.  SES  staffing. 

3.  Future  ERB  initiatives. 

A  majority  of  the  entire  membership 
of  the  Board  felt  that  this  meeting  should 
be  closed  to  the  public  since:  (1)  the 
discussion  would  only  concern  internal 
personnel  practice  and  procedures:  and 
(2)  the  information  discussed  would  be 
likely  to  disclose  information  of  a 
personal  nature  which  could  constitute  a 
clearly  unwarranted  invasion  of 
personal  privacy. 

CONTRACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 

information:  Keneth  R.  Mason, 
Secretary  (202)  523-0161. 

8|S-512-80  Filed  3-12-80;  12m  pm] 

BILUNG  CODE  7020-02-M 
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NATIONAL  SCIENCE  BOARD. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  1  p.m.,  March  20, 1980. 
Open  Session.  8  a.m.,  March  21, 1980. 
Closed  Session. 

PLACE:  National  Science  Foundation, 
room  540, 1800  G  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Parts  of  this  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  rest  of  the 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED  AT  THE 
OPEN  session: 

1.  Minutes — Open  Session — 213th  Meeting. 

2.  Chairman’s  Report. 

3.  Director’s  Report. 

a.  Report  on  Grant  &  Contract  Activity —  2/ 
20—3/19/80. 

b.  Organizational  and  Staff  Changes. 

c.  Congressional  and  Legislative  Matters. 

d.  NSF  Budget  for  Fiscal  Year  1981. 

e.  Other  Items. 

4.  Board  Committees — Reports  on 
Meetings. 

a.  Executive  Committee. 

b.  Planning  and  Policy  Committee. 

c.  Programs  Committee. 

d.  Committee  on  Budget. 


e.  Committee  on  Minorities  and  Women  in 
Science. 

f.  Committee  on  Role  of  NSP  in  Basic 
Research. 

g.  Committee  on  Fourteenth  NSB  Report. 

h.  Ad  Hoc  Committee  on  Big  and  Little 
Science. 

i.  Ad  Hoc  Committee  on  Deep  Sea  and 
Ocean  Margin  Drilling  Programs. 

5.  NSF  Advisory  Groups  and  Annual 
Presentations  at  NSF. 

a.  Reports  on  Meetings. 

b.  Representation  at  Future  Events. 

6.  Board  Representation  at  Congressional 
Hearings. 

7.  Program  Review — Ocean  Sciences. 

8.  Grants,  Contracts,  and  Programs. 

9.  Next  Meeting:  National  Science  Board, 
215th  Meeting,  April  17-18, 1980. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED  AT  THE 
CLOSED  SESSION. 

A.  Minutes — Closed  Session — 213th 
Meeting. 

B.  Grants,  Contracts,  and  Programs. 

C.  Alan  T.  Waterman  Award. 

D.  Report  of  1980  Ad  Hoc  Nominating 
Committee  for  Board  Officers. 

E.  NSB  and  NSF  Staff  Nominees. 

F.  NSB  Annual  Reports. 

G.  NSF  Budgets  for  Fiscal  Year  1982  and 
Subsequent  Years. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Miss  Vemice  Anderson, 
Executive  Secretary,  (202)  632-5840. 

IS-515-80  Filed  3-12-80;  2:15  pm] 

BILLING  CODE  7555-01-M 

9 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  March  12, 1980. 

PLACE:  Commissioners  Conference 
Room,  1717  H  Street  NW„  Washington, 
D.C. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Wednesday,  March  12 — 2  p.m. 

Briefing  on  Environmental  Assessment  for 
Decontamination  of  ’rMI-2  Building 
Atmosphere  (approximately  1V&  hours,  public 
meeting). 

Replaces — Discussion  of  Management- 
Organization  and  Internal  Personnel 
Matters — which  is  cancelled. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Walter  Magee  (202)  634- 
1410. 

Roger  M.  Tweed, 

Office  of  the  Secretary. 

[S-514-80  Filed  3-12-80;  1:59  pm] 

BILUNG  CODE  7S90-01-M 

10 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION. 
“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  announcement:  45  FR  14989, 
March  7, 1980. 

STATUS:  Closed  meeting/ open  meeting. 
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place:  Room  825,  500  North  Capitol . 
Street,  Washington,  D.C. 

DATE  PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED:  Tuesday, 
March  4, 1980. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  Additional 
meeting/additional  items. 

The  closed  meeting  scheduled  for 
Tuesday,  March  11, 1980,  at  10  a.m. 
commenced  at  9:30  a.m.  and  the 
following  additional  closed  items  were 
considered: 

Regulatory  matter  bearing  enforcement 
implications  and  formal  order  of 
investigation. 

Consideration  of  amicus  participation. 

The  following  additional  item  will  be 
considered  at  an  open  meeting 
scheduled  for  Thursday,  March  13, 1980 
at  10  a.m.: 

Consideration  of  whether  to  grant  the 
request  of  Baker,  Glast,  Riddle,  Tuttle  & 

Elliott  for  a  waiver  of  imputed 
disqualification  pursuant  to  17  CFR  200.735- 
8(e).  For  further  information,  please  contact 
Myma  Siegel  at  (202)  272-2430. 

The  following  additional  items  will  be 
considered  at  a  closed  meeting 
scheduled  for  Thursday,  March  13, 1980, 
immediately  following  the  open  meeting: 

Freedom  of  Information  Act  appeal. 

Chapter  X  proceeding. 

Commissioners  Loomis,  Evans,  and 
Pollack  determined  that  Commission 
business  required  the  above  changes 
and  that  no  earlier  notice  thereof  was 
possible. 

At  times  changes  in  Commission 
priorities  require  alterations  in  the 
scheduling  of  meeting  items.  For  further 
information  and  to  ascertain  what,  if 
any,  matters  have  been  added,  deleted 
or  postponed,  please  contact:  Paul 
Lowenstein  at  (202)  272-2092. 

March  11, 1980. 

IS-513-80  Filed  3-l»IO;  12:10  pm] 
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AGENCY  PUBUCATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  THE  WEEK 


The  foliowring  agencies  have  agreed  to  publish  all  This  is  a  voluntary  program.  (See  OFR  NOTICE 
documents  on  twto  assigned  days  of  the  week  FR  32914,  August  6,  1976.) 

(Monday /Thursday  or  Tuesday/Friday). 


MofMlBy 

Tussday 

WwInMday 

Thursday 

Friday 

DOT/SECRETARY 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/SECRETARY 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 

- 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FHWA 

USDA/FSQS 

DOT/FHWA 

USDA/FSQS 

DOT/FRA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/FRA 

USDA/REA  . 

DOT/NHTSA 

MSPB/OPM 

DOT/NHTSA 

MSPB/OPM 

DOT/RSPA 

LABOR 

DOT/RSPA 

LABOR 

'  DOT/SLSDC 

HEW/FDA 

DOT/SLSDC 

HEW/FDA 

DOT/UMTA 

DOT/UMTA 

CSA 

CSA 

Documents  normally  scheduled  for  publication  on  Comments  on  this  program  are  still  invited, 
a  day  that  will  be  a  Federal  holiday  will  be  Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the 

published  the  next  work  day  following  the  Day-of-the-Week  Program  Coordinator.  Office  of 

holiday. 


REMINDERS 


The  "reminders”  below  identify  documents  that  appeared  in  issues  of 
the  Federal  Register  15  days  or  more  ago.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from 
this  list  has  no  legal  significimce. 

Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 

HOUSINQ  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT  DEPARTMENT 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Community  Planning 
and  Development — 

9730  2-13-80  /  Community  Development  Block  Grants; 

Performance  Report  and  Related  Revisions;  Interim  Rule 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

Coast  Guard — 

9930  2-14-80  /  Sitka  and  Wrangell,  Alaska;  revocation  as  ports 

of  documentation 

10795  2-19-80  /  Welding  and  brazing  regulations  for  marine 

engineering;  editorial  amendment 

Rules  Going  Into  Effect  March  15, 1980 

COST  ACCOUNTING  STANDARDS  BOARD 
55123  9-25-79  /  Cost  accounting  standards 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

Research  and  Special  Programs  Administration — 

9184  2-11-80  /  Liquefied  natural  gas  facilities;  new  Federal 

safety  standards 

List  of  Public  Laws 


S.  1850  /  Pub.  L  96-203  To  authorize  the  conveyance  of  lands  in 
the  city  of  Hot  Springs,  Arkansas  (March  10, 1980;  94  Stat. 
81)  Price  $1.00 

HJ.  Res.  434  /  Pub.  L  96-204  To  authorize  and  request  the 

President  to  issue  a  proclamation  designating  April  6  through 
12, 1980,  “National  Medic  Alert  Week”.  (March  11, 1980;  94 
Stat.  83)  Price  $1.00. 


the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and 
Records  Service,  General  Services  Administration, 
Washington,  O.C.  20408 


Last  Listing  March  10, 1980 

This  is  a  continuing  listing  of  public  bills  from  the  current  session  of 
Congress  which  have  become  Federal  laws.  The  text  of  laws  is  not 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  but  may  be  ordered  in  individual 
pamphlet  form  (referred  to  as  “slip  laws”)  from  the  Superintendent 
of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Anting  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 
20402  (telephone  202-275-3030). 

H.R.  6374  /  Pub.  L  96-201  To  authorize  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  present  on  behalf  of  the  (Congress  a  specially 
stnx:k  gold  medal  to  Ambassador  Kenneth  Taylor.  (March  6, 
1980;  94  Stat.  79)  Price  $1.00. 

SJ.  Rm.  43  /  Pub.  L  96-202  To  proclaim  March  21 , 1 980, 

“Nationai  Energy  Education  Day”.  (March  8, 1980;  94  Stat 
80)  Price  $1.00. 
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The  Federal  Register 

Regulations  appear  as  agency  documents  which  are  published  daily 

in  the  Federal  Register  and  codified  annually  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 


The  Federal  Register,  published  daily,  is  the  official 
publication  for  notifying  the  public  of  proposed  and 
final  regulations.  It  is  the  tool  to  use  to  participate  in 
the  rulemaking  process  by  commenting  on  the 
proposed  regulations.  And  it  keeps  people  up  to  date 
on  the  Federal  regulations  currently  in  effect. 

The  Federal  Register  contains  many  reader’s  aids— 
Highlights,  Grant  information,  list  of  hearings  and 
Sunshine  meetings— which  simplify  the  user’s  job. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR)  contains 
the  annual  codification  of  the  final  regulations  printed 
in  the  Federal  Register.  Each  of  the  50  titles  is 
updated  annually. 


Subscription  Prices: 

Federal  Register 

One  year;  $75  domestic:  $145  foreign 
Six  months;  $45  domestic;  $90  foreign 

Code  of  Federal  Regulations 

One  year;  $450  domestic;  $565  foreign 
Single  volumes;  Individually  priced. 


ORDER  FORM 


Mail  To:  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402 


Enclosed  is  $ _ □  check, 
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Credit  i — t— 
Card  No.  I _ L_ 


Fill  in  the  boxes  below. 
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Please  send  me  . Federal  Register  $75  per  year  domestic;  $145  foreign 
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. Code  of  Federal  Regulations:  $450  per  year  domestic;  $565  foreign 
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